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LORDS: MONDAY, 2np MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Forres Water Bill [u.1.]—Petition for additional provision ; of the Forres 
Water Company Limited, and the Provost, Magistrates, and Town 
Council of Forres; together with proposed clauses and Amendments 
annexed thereto ; Read and referred to the Examiners ... 


Andoversford and Stratford-upon-Avon Railway Bill— Read second 
time, and committed; Committee to be proposed by Committee of 
Selection : vee he 


Ilkeston Corporation Bill—Read second time, and committed ; 
Clergy Mutual Assurance one Bill oF os ii third time; Passed 


and sent to Commons 


City and South London Railway Bill—Read third time; Amendments 
made ; Passed, and returned to Commons 


Hull, Barnsley and West Riding Junction edtseny and Dock Bill 


[H. L. |—Read third time ; Passed, and sent to Commons 


Agricultural eae of Mauritius Bill (a. i, a Mechs from Commons, 
agreed to : oe < 


Guy’s Hospital Bill fai iealiaeias from Commons, agreed to ... 


Patriotic Assurance ee Bill gee bccn from Commons, 
agreed to a ‘ ons eo 


Tyne Improvement Bill erapeencae from Commons, agreed to 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Eeyrrt, No. 1 (1898)—Report on the Finances, administration, and con- 
dition of Egypt, and the progress of-reforms : Presented by Command, 
and ordered to lie on the Table : 


TrapE Reports (1898)—Annual Series : Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance: No. 2,066, Austria-Hungary (Trieste) ; No. 
2,067, Russia (Batoum): Presented by Command, and ordered to lie 
on the Table... ae. es : oes ‘ 
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Brenon Law Commiss1oners—Report of the Commissioners for the 
Publication of the Ancient Laws and Institutes of Ireland, dated April, 
1898 : Presented by Command, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lieut Rartways Act, 1896—1. (Lizard Light Railway Order, 1898)— 
Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of a light 
railway from the Helston Railway to the Lizard Village, in the county 
of Cornwall: 2. (Crowland and District Light Railways Order, 1898)— 
Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of light 
railways between Peakirk, in the county of Northampton, and Postland, 
in the county of Lincoln : Presented by Command, and ordered to lie 
on the Table... 


Roya University or IrELAND—Royal Warrant approving of alterations 
in Statutes : Presented by Command, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Gas anp Water Works Faciiitres Act, 1870—Report by the Board 
of Trade as to dispensing with the consents of the St. Neot’s Rural 
District Council and the Huntingdon County Council to the grant of the 
St. Neot’s Water Provisional Order: Laid before the House digi 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. a. a6 : 


PETITION. 


Vivisection—For Suppression of the Practice of ; of the South London 
Anti-Vivisection Society ; Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [u.1.]—To Confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Waterworks 
Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Broughton-in-Furness Water, Hayling 
Water, Portsmouth Water, Ross Water, St. Neot’s Water, and Wrexham 
Water; Presented by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade (The Earl of Dudley); Read first time; To be eeiaatl Referred 
to Examiners. [Bill No. 47] eae 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [u.1.]—To Confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Waterworks 
Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Cannock Gas, Colwall Gas, Crossgates, 
Halton, and Seacroft Gas, and Slough Gas: Presented by the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley); Read 
first time ; To be printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 48] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.1.j—To Confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Blackpool, St. Anne’s and Bytham Tramways, 
Great Crosby Tramways, Liverpool Corporation Tramways (Extensions), 
and Waterloo-with-Seaforth Tramways : Presented by the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley); Read first time ; 
To be printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 49].. a 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.1.]—To Confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to East Ham Urban District Tramways, Eccleshill 
Urban District Tramways, Huddersfield Corporation Tramways, 
and Linthwaite Tramway : Presented by the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley); Read first time; To be 
printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 50]... . 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [x. eee Confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Carlisle Tramways, Hartlepool Tramways, and 
City of Oxford and District Tramways : Presented by the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley) ; Read first time ; 
To be printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 51] . 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [u.1.]—To Confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Aldershot, Bridg- 
water, Chislehurst, Gravesend, and Hastings: Presented by the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley) ; 
Read first time ; To be printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 52] 


Blectric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [u.1.]— To Confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Colne, East Stone- 
house, Margam Rochdale, St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea, and Weymouth and 
Melcombe Regis : Presented by the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley) ; Read first time; To be ites 
Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 53] * : 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [u.t.J—To Confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Middlesbrough, 
Nuneaton, St. Albans, Whiston, and Willesden: Presented by the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley); 
Read first time ; To be printed; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 54] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [u.1.]—To Confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Birkdale, Burslem, 
Chorley, Crewe, Maidenhead, and Stoke-upon-Trent : Presented by the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley) ; 
Read first time ; To be printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 55] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [u.1.]—To Confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Montrose and 
Perth: Presented by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade (The Earl of Dudley) ; Read first time ; To be on Referred 
to Examiners. [Bill No. 56] sos 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation geile Bill 
[u.L.]—To Confirm a Provisional Order made by the Education Depart- 
ment under the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 1893, to enable the 
School Board for London to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts : 

Presented by the Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devon- 
shire); Read first time ; To be printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill 
No. 57] eke age loth vie ig ns des 
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Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
[u.L.]—To Confirm a Provisional Order made by the Education Depart- 
ment under the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 1893, to enable the 
School Board for Barnes, Brighton and Preston United District, Cellan 
Heston, Llanelly, and Low Leyton to put in force the Lands Clauses 
Acts : Presented by the Lord President of the’Council (The Duke of 
Devonshire) ; Read first time ; ; To be printed ; Referred to Examiners. 
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NEW BILL. 


Land thingie Bill [u.L.]—To Amend the Law relating to charges on land, 
and to matters connected therewith : Presented by the Lord Chancellor 
(The Earl of Halsbury); Read first time; To be printed. [Bill No. 59] 8 


House adjourned at 4.35. 








COMMONS : MONDAY, 2np MAY, 1893. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Crystal Palace iit Bill—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time ... 8a 


Local Government Provisional Orders titi » Bill—Ordered, That the 








Bill be read a second time To-morrow ... ; ges veo SOR 
Aberystwyth Gas Bill = third mc and 1 pane with Amend- 

ments ee 8a 
York United Gas Bill—Read third time, and passed wis +S on, 
Chipstead Valley seemed Bill i L. sibs amended, considered ; to be read 

third time ... oo coe |= OBA 


Folkestone Gas Bill ae amended, considered ; to be read third time 8a 


Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee Bill—As amended, considered ; to be 
read third time ‘ns ee ae Oe at see as Soe 


Swansea Gas Bill [1.1.]—As amended, considered ; to be read third time 8a 
Bakewell Gas Bill [u.1L.]—Read second time, and committed _... ae a 
Holmes’s Patent Bill [H.1.]—Read second time, and committed ... eS 
Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Seiten Bill oe L. SR 


second time, and committed wae 8B 
London County Council (Money) Bill—Read second time, and committed 8B 
Neath, Pontardawe and a ee: ones second time, aud 





committed eas yas ; “e eee -. «=: 8B 
Sheffield Corporation Bill—Read second time, and committed ii .. 8B 
Stirling Gas Bill [u.1.]—Read second time, and committed... es os a 


Wey Valley Water Bill—Read second time, and committed ... 
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PETITIONS. 


West Ham Corporation Bill—For additional Provision ; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... ; ved 


Access to Mountains eactapincs Bill—From Hamilton, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table ote see ove a vee dee 


Army Penstons—For weekly payment ; From Woodstock, Edmonton, and 
Stratford-on-Avon ; to lie upon the Table Hs “ 


CatHo ic University in IRELAND—From Alexandria, against ; to lie upon 
the Table ast a bss 


East Inpia (Contacious DisEases)—Against State Regulation: From 
Bridge of Allan, Acock’s =n a and — to lie upon 
the Table a dee 


Grocers’ Licences (Bootiana) Abolition Bill—In favour: From Moulin, 
Slateford, pericsta terse on and sc sich to lie — the 
Table ; 


Local Government (Scotland) Act — seinem Bill—From Govan ; 
to lie upon the Table ee 


London School Board Elections Bill—From Wandsworth, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table ... joe ok er Sie <a os ies 


Midwives’ Registration Bill—From West a in favour ; to lie ni 
the Table ae vy 3 oe z 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—In favour: From esata ae. and 
Hamilton ; to lie upon the Table ... o 


Outdoor Provident Relief Bill—From Hamilton, in favour ; to lie bi the 
Table ae Rs = as Beat ape , 


Parliamentary Franchise (Women) Bill—From Inv ies in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table : ae Sos : : are ies 


Poor Law Settlement arta Bill—From » Sting for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table - oa ‘Fe oes 


Poor Law Settlement wannapieiied Bill—From eee in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table . sae ose ws ens 


Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—In favour : From Elgin, Dundee, 
and Edinburgh (2); to lie upon the Table as ots ene ESS 


epaetion of Firms a Huddersfield, in favour ; to lie sini the 
table .. eee eee eee vee 


Sale of inikeiniein sieinie (Ireland) Bill and Sale of + Sonali 
Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Edinburgh, Gairie, Darvel, 
Stonehaven, Blairgowrie (2), Alyth, London, Bolton-le-Moors, Kingston- 
upon-Hull (2), Broughty Ferry, Newburgh, Tayport, Ceres, Dundee (3), 
Mount Moriah and Evangel Lodges of the er Order of Good 
Templars, and Perth (2) ; to lie upon the Table .. es 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill—In favour : From Sinan 
Guisborough, Donaghadee, Kent, re Acock’s eters and eres : 
to lie upon the Table 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour : From Chatham, 
Sheffield (3), High Green, Shipley, Binstead, Belfast, Harborne, 
Tramore, Burslem (5), London, Ripley, Lockwood, Leigh, Down, 
Lowton Common, Glencolumbkille, Christchurch (4), Spaldwick, 
Felixstowe, Cretingham, East Innishowen, Stockton-on-Tees (2), 
Thornaby-on-Tees, Norton, Hackney (2), Buckfastleigh, Exeter (2), 
West Southwark, Bermondsey (2), Sandwich (2), Northampton, 
Nottingham, Bondgate, Margate, Witton Park (4), Bishop Auckland 
(14), King’s Lynn, Hull (2), Newsham, Salford, Parkstone, Bingley (2), 
Portmahon, Fidelity Tent of the Independent Order of Rechabites, 
Glasgow, Wakefield, West Ham, and Bristol ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Shops —- weit > Bill—From perce in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table.. tee eee eee 


Street Noises Bill—From Wandsworth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, ETC. 


East Inpia (DispurseMENts oF HomE TRrEAsU ria Eeneaeney 
29th April] to be printed. [No. 185] ve 


Eexet (No. 1, 1898)—Copy presented of Report on the Finances, Ad- 
ministration, and Condition of Egypt, and the Progress of Reforms 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TrapvE Reports (AnnuaL Sertes)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual a Nos. 2,066 and asia [hy Comeneney 
to lie upon the Table : 


Ligut Rattways Act, 1896—Copy presented of Order made by the Ligis 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway from the Helston 
Railway to the Lizard Village in the County of Cornwall (Lizard Light 
Railway Order, 1898) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... ; 


Lieut Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented of Order made by the Lighs 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways between Peakirk 
in the County of Northampton and Postland in the County of Lincoln 
(Crowland and District Light asia ss rg [by ecihigiaa 
to lie upon the Table 


Gas anp WateR Works Faciities Act, 1870—Copy presented of Report 
by the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the consents of the St. 
Neot’s Rural District Council and the Huntingdon County Council to 
the Grant of the St. Neot’s Water Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 186] %. aS ‘ 


ScnHoo. Boarps (Urban and OTHER Districts)—Return presented 
relative thereto [ordered 5th May, 1897; Mr. eas ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 187]... aa bee 


Ueanpa Raitway Act, 1896—Account presented, to 31st Sia 1897, 
together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 188] 


Rivers PoLitutTion PrevEenNTION Act (ScotLanp)—Copy presented of 
Report to the Secretary for Scotland, under the Act, by Her Majesty’s 
Inspector for Scotland [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... * 
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ANCIENT Laws AND INSTITUTES OF IRELAND (COMMISSION FOR PUBLICATION) 
(Brenon Law)—Copy presented, of Report of the Commission for the 
Publication of the Ancient Laws and Institutes of Ireland, dated April, 
1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table __... ses ese see 


RoyaL University or IreELaxp—Copy presented, of Royal Warrant 
approving of alterations in the Statutes [by Command]; to lie upon 


the Table 


HIGHLANDS AND IsLanps OF ScoTLanp (PuBLic Works ExPENDITURE)— 
Return ordered— 


“Of the expenditure ? to the 3lst ong of March, 1898, from the 
Western Highlands and Islands of Scotland (Public Works, etc.) Vote 
upon (a) Pier and Harbour Major Works, and (b) Minor Works, under the 

estein Highlands and Islands (Scotland) Works Act, 1891, showing the 
nature of the Works, the estimated cost, the Government grant, the 
balance to be provided locally, the payments on account thereof, also the 
balance payable, etc. (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 328 of 
Session 1896).”—(Mr. Weir) a es cee oe ssf re 


REGISTRATION OF TiTLEs (IRELAND)—Return ordered— 


“* Showing the operation of the Local Registration of Titles (Ireland) 
Act, 1891, and the Receipts and Expenditure of the Registration of Titles 
Offices, constituted under the said Act for each of the two years ending the 
3lst day of March, 1898 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 221 
of Session 1896).”—(Mr. J. J. Clancy.) ee Si oes oe 


NEW WRIT. 


New Writ—For the County of Nottingham (Newark Division), in the 
room of the Honourable Harold Heneage Finch-Hatton (Manor of 
Northstead).—( Sir William Walrond) 





QUESTIONS. 


PostaL OrpERs—Questions, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; Auswers, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) 


Scotch AnD Irish Prison RuLEs—Question, Mr. E. H. Pickersgill 
(Bethnal Green, S.W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ‘ 


Lorp WILLIAM NEvILL’s IMpRISONMENT—Question, Mr. E. H. Pickersgill 
(Bethnal Green, S.W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


Foreign TRAWLERS IN Scottish WatTERs — Question, Mr. J. G. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) ... ses ee ee ce Jee “a as 


Civit List PEenstons—Question, Mr. Walter Hazell (Leicester) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) 


ApMIRALTY ConTRACTS FOR SarLors’ Beppinc — Questions, Col. Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) and Sir Cuthbert Quilter (Suffolk, 
Sudbury) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. W. E. 
Macartney, Antrim, SS.) ... Fem owe ose eee oes eee 


Pensions To Irish Granp Jury OrFiciaALs — Question, Mr. C. J. 
Engledew (Kildare, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) “a 
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RULES UNDER THE PaTENTs Acts—Question, Mr. Platt- ay (Salford, 
N.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade sagt ay ig wea 
Croydon) 


Buriat Accommopation at Larne—Question, Mr. M. M‘Cartan (Down, 
S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
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Betrast Market GARDENS AND THE AGRICULTURAL GrantT—Questions, 
Mr. M. M‘Cartan (Down,.S.) and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; 
Answers, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
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TRANSVAAL OFFICIALS AND THE SECOCOENIS—Question, Mr. Alfred Pease 
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PETROLEUM COMMITTEE— 


Question proposed— 


“That Mr. Macdona be discharged from the Select Committee on 
Petroleum. That Mr. Royds be added to the Committee.”—(Sir W. 


Walrond. ) 
Discussion : — 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn The Patronage Secretary to 
Regis)... 43 the Treasury (Sir W. H. 
Mr. J. E. Ellis (Notts Walrond ee Tiver- 
Rusheliffe)... 43 ton) .. . ces 


Motion carried. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill—House in Committee. 
Amendments to clause 5 further considered. 


Provisions under which compensation for malicious injuries is to be 
paid—( Attorney General for Ireland). 


Amendment to proposed Amendment moved—( Mr. T. M. Healy) 


Discussion : — 

Mr. Jasper Tully (Leit- Mr. Knox (Londonderry) 
rim, S.) 44 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ees 

The Attorney General for Mr. J. P. Farrell bie 
Ireland (Mr. J. Atkhin- Fs) <= ae 
son, Londonderry, N.) 46 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 

Mr. Maurice Healy Mr. T, M. Healy 
(Cork, City) ... 46, 47 


Amendment to proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Atkinson’s Amendment agreed to 

Amendment as amended agreed to. 

Another Amendment proposed— 


‘ No court fees shall be payable in respect of any proceedings to which 
this section applies."—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy 48, 49 Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Amerdment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘That this section shall remain * force until the 3lst of December, 1904, 
and no longer.”—(Mr. T. M. Hea'y.) 


Discussion : — 

[ The Chairman] 50 Mr. Patrick J. nim a ': 
Mr. T. M. Healy 50, 51, ford, E.) ofa 
2, 53 Mr. John Dillon es , 
The Chief entities: to Mr. J. J. Clancy (Dublin Co 0.) 
the Lord Lieutenant of Mr. Serjeant eg (Ty- 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald rone, N.) . . 52, 
Balfour, Leeds, Cen- Mr. sles... oy a 

tral) cooks tal 
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Committee divided :—Ayes 140 ; 
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Pender, James 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
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Strauss, Arthur 
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Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warkworth, Lord 

Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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Wilson, Charles H. (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 





[ The Chairman] 


Mr. Anstruther. 


“ That clause 5 as amended stand part of the Bill ” 


Put and agreed to. 
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Question put— 


“ That clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. H. O. Arnold-Forster Mr. Vesey Knox 
(Belfast, W.)... 55, 56 Mr. Clancy 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 55, 56 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“Omit sub-section (b)."—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Discussion : — 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 57, 63 Mr. Maurice Healy ... 60, 

Lord Edmond  Fitz- Mr. Clancy ea ae 
maurice  ( Cricklade, Mr. A. F. Jeffreys (Hants, 
Wilts)... eve ove North) vee eee eee 

Mr. J. Lloyd Wharton Mr. T. Harrington (Dublin, 
(Yorks, W. R., Ripon) 5s Harbour) on re 

Mr. T. M. Healy Pactra Mr. Vesey Knox 

Mr. Jasper Tully 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


** Clause 6, page 3, line 31, at end, add—‘ County Councils shall have the 


same power of administering the Explosives Act.as that possessed by the 

English Councils.’ Clause 6, page 3, line 31, at end, add—‘(c) the business 

ny the ee in petty sessions under the Explosives Act, 1875.’”—(Mr. P. 
rench, 


Discussion : — 


Mr. P. Ffrench (Wex- Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
ford, S.) eee «se & Sir John Colomb 


Amendment, with additional words added, agreed to. 
Clause 6 agreed to. 
Question put— 


“That clause 7 stand part of the Bill.” 


Another Amendment proposed— 


**Clause 7, page 3, line 33, leave out ‘but,’ and insert ‘and may charge 
any expenses incurred by them as such on any part of their county for the 
requirements of which such expenses have been incurred. In the case of a 
county council the local rate for the purposes of the said Acts shall be the 
county fund as hereinafter defined. A county council may borrow for the 
purposes of the said Acts in like manner as it is hereinafter empowered to 
borrow for any other purpose.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :-— 

Mr. M. Healy ... oe §©6©. 64 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
Amendment withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 3, line 36, leave out ‘ authority,’ and insert ‘borough council’”— 
(Mr. Vesey Know.) 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 65 Mr. M. Healy... vie - 6 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice 65 Mr. Vesey Knox <a coe. OF 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Another Amendment moved— 


‘** Page 3, line 40, at end, to add—‘ Provided further that nothing in this 
section contained shall affect any scheme or provision for technical or manual 
instruction instituted or made by any local authority before the passing of 
this Act, or the continued payment, after the passing of this Act, of any aid 
in pursuance of such scheme, or provision by such authority.’ ”—(M/r. Plunkett. ) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Plunkett (Dublin Co., Mr. Gerald Balfour... coe. OE 
ea es ee 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 7 agreed to. 


Question put— 
“That Clause 8 stand part of the Bill.’ 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 3, line 41, leave out ‘one half of.’”—(Mr,. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy, 68,69, 79 Col. Waring ... ins ‘oe 


Mr. Gerald Balfour, Sir T. Esmonde ... ow 
68, 69, 73, 75, 77, 80 Mr. Tully... 76 

Sir John Colomb ace 68 Mr. P. rd ee (Leitrim, 

Lord E. Fitzmaurice, 69, 78 NV.) 76 


Mr. Lough... 74, 75, 80 Mr. Knox... eas 17, 78 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Clause 8, page 4, line 4, after ‘barony,’ insert ‘or urban district.’ ’’— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 

Mr. T. M. Healy o- 80 Mr. Gerald Balfour... -- 80 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Clause 8, gg 4, = 5, leave out ‘until it ceases to be as hereinafter 
provided.’"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... 82, 85 Mr. H. C. Plunkett bomen 


Mr. Gerald Balfour, 82, 83 Co., S.) — ts 84 
Mr. Vesey Knox ... 82, 83 Sir T. G. Esmonde ... one, 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 83 Mr. Tully... 84 


Mr. J. Herbert Rokertsin 
(Hackney, 8.) «. soe 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
VOL. LVII. [Fourrs Serizs.] b 








xviii TABLE OF CONTENTS 
[May 2.] 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 4, line 8, that after roads should be inserted ‘or navigation 
trackways’”—(Mr, J. J. Shee.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. J. J. Shee (Water- Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
ford, W.) we = 85 Mr. T. Healy eos 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* To omit from the sub-section the words ‘and any road not mentioned 
in such declaration shall cease to be a main road.’”—(Mr. H. Robertson.) 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Mr. Herbert Robertson... 87 Mr. A.O’ Connor (Donegal, E.) 
Mr. J. Samuel (Stockton) 87 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 


Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“ That the following sub-section should be added after sub-section 4— 


** A declaration shall at first be a provisional declaration, and shall be 
communicated by the county council to each district council in the county in 
the prescribed manner. After the prescribed time, and after considering 
any representations which may meantime have been submitted, eitiier by 
any district council or by any person or persons claiming to be interested, the 
county council shall take the said provisional declaration into consideration, 
and may adopt same, either inits original form or after modifying it either by 
way of exclusion or inclusion of roads.”"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... 87 Mr. M. Healy 
Amendment amended and agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

** In clause 8, page 4, line 19, to leave out the words ‘give not less than 
six months’ notice of a proposed declaration,’ and insert the words ‘forth- 
with communicate the new declaration as finally adopted.’”—(M7r. Gerald 
Balfour.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 
**To omit the word ‘ proposed’ from line 21.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour. ) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* To omit in line 23 the words ‘those six’ and insert the word ‘ two.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... 88 Mr, M. Healy 
Amendment withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


‘**To substitute, in line 23, the words ‘within the prescribed time’ for 
‘those six months.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
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Discussion :— 

Mr. Gerald Balfour ... Be aoe eee oan “es coe oe 


Amendment agreed to. 





Amendment proposed— 

‘*To insert after line 33 the words, ‘ This sub-section shall apply to so 
much of anv mail or other road‘as is situate within an urban county 
district.’”—(Mr. Gerald ‘Balfour.) 

Discussion :— 

Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 88 Mr. M. Healy see -. 89 
Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

‘‘Insert at end of clause ‘a suspended declaration which afterwards 
becomes operative shall operate as from any later date fixed by the Local 
Government Board on an appeal.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... 89, 90 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... oe «=: 89 
Another Amendment proposed— 

**In clause 8, page 26, line 33, para. 7, to add the words ‘ (7) nothing in 

this section shall be held to prevent a greater proportion than one-half of the 


cost of the construction, repair, or maintenance of any bridge from being 
charged on any county.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** To add to the above Fm (7) the words ‘ or at any later date which may 
= fae by the Local Government Board on an appeal.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
‘alfour.) 


Amended Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“In clause 8, page 4, line 33, at end, add— 


ef ge | declaration or declarations made under the provisions of this 
section shall not increase the incidence of any charge in any urban district 
for which provision was otherwise made by law and in force at the passing 
of this Act.”—(Mr. T. J. Condon.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In clause 8, pare 4, line 33, at end, to add the words ‘ The county 
council may, if they think fit, contribute towards the costs of the 
maintenance, repair, improvement, and enlargement of any road, highway. 
or public footpath in any county, although the same is not a main road.’ ”— 
(Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice.) 





Discussion :— 


Lord Edmond _ Fitz- Colonel Waring (Down, N.) 91 
maurice (Wiltshire, Mr. T. Lough (Islington,W.) 91 
Cricklade) ... oa - Mr. Serjeant Hemphill oe. SS 





Mr. Gerald Balfour 91, 92 Mr. J. Jordan (Fermanagh, 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 91 S.) 0s ove ose soe OF 








xx 


[May 2.] 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Amendment proposed— 


**1n line 2 of the proposed Amendment, after the word ‘the,’ to insert 
the word ‘ construction.’”—(Mr. Jordan.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 
Edmond 


Lord 
maurice 

Mr. Dennis 
(Galway, N.) 


"Kilbride 


93 


Fitz- W.) <. 

Mr. James 0’ Connor rH 7ich- 

low, W.) § - Ane 
Mr. Vesey Knox 


93 
93 


Amendment to Amendment withdrawn. 


Committee divided on 
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Clause 8, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
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Stephens, Henry Charles 
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‘To omit the words ‘ Provide and maintain sufficient accommodation 
for the lunatic poor in that rounty, in accordance with the Lunatic 
Asylums Acts’ and to insert the words ‘ It shall be the duty of the council 
of every county to carry out the necessary provision, enlargement, 
maintenance, management, and visitation of, and other aealings with, 


asylums for pauper lunatics.’”— (Mr. T, Lough.) 


xxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
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Discussion :-— 


Mr. T. Lough ... 95, 100 Mr. M. Healy 

Mr. Gerald Balfour 97, 101 Sir. T. Esmonde ... 

Mr. J. Tully ... 98, 99 Sir W. Foster (Derbyshire, 
[The Chairman] 99, 100, 102 Ilkeston)... ‘ 

Mr. Dillon wes 99, 101 Mr. J. P. Farrell 


Amendment Negatived without a Division. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


‘In clause 9, page 4, line 37, leave out ‘Lord Lieutenant,’ and insert 
‘Local Government Board.’ ”_" (Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


DIscuUSsION :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy, 102, Mr. Dillon ... 116, 
105, 109, 111, 123 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 105, Mr. Knox ... ; 
109, 110, 111,112,113, 117 Mr. Arnold-Forster ... 
Mr. Swift MacNeill, 109, 112 Mr. Harrington 
Mr. E. H. Carson Mr. Maurice Healy ... 
(Dublin University)... 113 Mr. Tully 


It being Twelve of the clock, the Debate was adjourned. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Sheriffs Depute Tenure of Office Scotland Bill—Considered in Committee ; 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Thursday... 


AMERICAN TONNAGE DuEs—Question— 


Sir G. Baden-Powell The First Lord of the 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) 124 Treasury exe os 


Business OF THE HousE—Question— 


Mr. T. M. Healy wo. 124 The First Lord of the 
Treasury me 


House adjourned at 12.10. 





LORDS: TUESDAY, 3rp MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London and North Western Railway (Wales) Bill [1.1.]—Queen’s con- 
sent signified ; Bill reported from Select Committee with Amendments 
Whitwick and Coalville Gas Bill—Reported with Amendments ... 


Sheringham and Beeston Protection Bill - | Ais with Amend- 
ments eee eee eee 


Crawley and District Water Bill—Read second time and committed ; 
Committee to be proposed by Committee of Selection om 


Crowhurst, Sidley and Bexhill acid Bill oi ae third time ; 


Passed, and sent to Commons 
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York United Gas Bill—Brought from Commons; Read first time and FS 
referred to Examiners oa% ws e els : 126 
Aberystwyth Gas Bill La L]Returna to Commons, agreed * with 
Amendments 126 
London, Chatham and Dover Railway Bill tu L. J Report from Select 
Committee with Amendments ia 126 


Dundee Corporation Tramways Bill t. ie Di is from Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments ... a +e See --- 126 


Wirral gpa Bill [u.t. |Report from Select Committee with Amend- 
ments eee ee eee see see «- 126 


















Market seisistolm Gas Bill a eile with Amendments ... w. §=126 


REPORT. 





Rivers PoLtution PRevEeNTION Act—Report to the Secretary for Scotland, 
by Her Majesty’s Inspector for Scotland, under the Rivers Pollution 
Prevention Act, 1876 ; Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on 

the Table... ove ose ove éoe $0 ove oes -. 126 





NEW BILLS. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [1.1.]—To Confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Aston Manor, 
Darlington, Lowestoft, Oldbury, Smethwick and West Bromwich ; Pre- 
sented by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (the Earl 
of Dudley) ; Read first time; to be printed ; Referred to Examiners. 
[Bill No. 60] ae ies ea an aoe ae sas ooo, 1293 


Universities (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill [u.t.]—To amend the 
Universities (Scotland) Act, 1858, and the Universities (Scotland) Act, 
1898, so as to make further provision for retiring allowances of Professors 
in the University of Aberdeen ; Presented by the Lord Lawrence (for 
the Earl of Camperdown) ; Read first time; to be printed; and to be 
read second time on Monday next. [Bill No. 61] ove eee oo 


House adjourned at 4.35. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 






Cromer Gas Bill—Ordered, That the ity be referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders... oes wes ots ve 127 


Corporation of London (Foreign Cattle Market, tide Bill—Amend- 
ment made ; Bill read third time, and passed __... «- 128 
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Birmingham, North Warwickshire and Stratford-upon-Avon Railway 
— of dacs Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read third 


Wishaw Water Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read third time 


Torrington and Okehampton heseseind Bill _ eee second time, 
and committed . fe oie 


Plymouth Corporation Bill—Read second time, and committed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Read second time, 
and committed es ue 2 oan Sea ate ‘ 


NEW BILLS. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—To Confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Rothesay, Weymouth and Wooda Bay: 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury ; Presented, 
and read the first time; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 192] 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill—To Confirm a Prov ome Order made i 
the Board of Trade, under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, relating 
to the Pilotage District of the Tees : Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury ; Presented and read first time ; Referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 


193] ... 


BILLS REPORTED, ETC. 


Southend Water een ; we A to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed sen ose “ge : 
Barry Railway (Steam Tote) ‘Bill—Reported. [Preamble not proved.] 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... == neve .-- 1284 
Clergy Mutual Assurance Society Bill [u.1.]— Read first “ and 
referred to Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... -- 1284 
Hull, Barnsley and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill fa, om 
Read first time, and referred to Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 1284 
Poor Law Unions’ Association Bill—Reported from Standing Committee on 
Law, etc. ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 191.] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 191.] Bill, as amended 
by the Standing Committee, to be taken into consideration upon Friday, 
and to be printed. [Bill 194]... ar aes --- 1284 
Cottage Homes Bill—Second Reading deferred hi T lesiiae next till 
Thursday, 19th May see . - oes eee a .-. 1286 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Ballot Act (1872) Amendment Bill—To Amend the Ballot Act, 1872: 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Arnold Forster, Mr. Lecky, Mr. Lloyd- 
George, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Mr. Parnell, Mr. Robson, Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley, and Mr. R. G. Webster; Presented and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be acai [ Bill 
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Temperance Reform (Threefold Option) (Scotland) Bill—To effect direct 
Local Control of the Liquor Traffic in Scotland, and other Temperance 
Reforms : Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Parker-Smith, Mr. James 
Campbell, Sir Mark Stewart, Mr. Thorburn, Mr. Ure and Mr. Yoxall ; 
Presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, Sth June, and to be printed. [Bill 196] 


County Councils Advances Bill—To enable County Councils in England 
and Wales to Advance Money to Local Authorities : Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hobhouse, Sir John Dorington, Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice, Sir William Houldsworth, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Bill, Mr. Brigg, Commander Bethell, and Mr. Lloyd- 
George; Presented and read first time; to be read second time on 
Monday, 16th May, and to be printed. [No. 197] 


Local Government Act (1888) Amendment Bill—To Amend the Local 
Government Act, 1888: Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bigwood and 
Mr. Howard; Presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 198] 


PETITIONS. 


Norwich Electric Tramways Bill—For additional Provision ; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Adulteration (Food Products) Bill—In se from Driffield, Tetbury 5 nail 
Northleach ; to lie upon the Table 

Army Penstons—For weekly payment, from Uxbridge, Ww Wolstanton, an 
Fulham ; to lie upon the Table - 

Catuotic University IN IRELAND— Against, from Peebles, Galashiels, 
Selkirk, and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table eee ves . 

Dogs Regulation Bill—Against, from London, Melton Mowbray, and 
Worthing ; to lie upon the Table ... se ses eee ves “ 

East Inpia (Contagious Diseases)—Against State Regulation, from 
Glasgow and Eccles ; to lie upon the Table 

Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—In favour, from Aberdeen, 
Stirling, Newhaven, Whitehills, Paisley, Dundee (3), Glasgow, Lochee, 
and Biggar ; to lie upon the Table en =e axe a0 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—Of Kincardine O’Neil, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table uy oes oa isa 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—From Ossett, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor Law Acts Amendment Bill—From Govan, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table << ie nae mae Me Bx see Be 


Poor Law Officers’ a ola aaiae ti: Bill—F rom Banff, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ie os aoe oan me 


Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—For alteration, from Selkirk and 
Dingwall ; to lie upon the Table. In favour, from Leith, Edinburgh, 
Scottish Chamber of Agriculture, and Hawick ; to lie upon the ‘Table... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill and Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour, from Rothesay, Barrhead, Ashford, 
Hull, Newhaven, Yeadon, Romsey, Dundee (2), ee ey Glasgow, 
Irvine, Edinburgh, and Reston; to lie upon the Table.. 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill—In favour, from Thornaby- 
on-Tees, Hogland Nether, Midleton, Leeds, Kincardine-O’Neil, Friock- 
heim, Cloughmills, and Belfast ; to lie upon the Table.. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Forest 
Gate, Bevington, Maidstone, Accrington, Newbury, Weston-super-Mare, 
Mexboro’ (2), Sydenham, Manchester, Wilsden, Canonbury, Stony 
Stratford, Oving, Mickleton, Danby Bottles, Long Eaton, Barnsley, 
Dorset, Bath, Chelsea (3), Norwell, Stanley, Masham, Heeley (2), 
Sheffield (10), Brinkworth, Fulham, Hereford (6), Brightside, St. 
Leonard’s-on-Sea, Topsham, London (2), Bow, Kiveton Park, York (4), 
Lambeth, Winterwell, Whiteinch, Salford (2), Nottingham (2), Uphol- 
land, Preston (2), Ilfracombe, Newton Abbot, Ashburton, Rawmarsh, 
Halifax, Bolton, Hollinsend, Rochdale, Ramsgate, Castle Donington, 
Ripley, Hull, Jordanhill, Norwich, Exeter, Marylebone, Torquay (3), 
Leominster, Milnsbridge, Amesbury, Awsworth, Letton, Burraton, 
Bearwood, Thornaby, Morley, Friockheim, Dumbarton, Kineardine- 
O’Neil, Stockton-on-Tees, Hoylake, and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the 
Table ea ot “Ae oa ae ; 


eee 


VivisEcTION—From Peckham, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, ETC. 


Irish Lanp Commission (PROcEEDINGS).—Copy presented of Return of 
Proceedings of the Commission during the month of February, 1898 
[by command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Sucar Bounties (CommerciaL, No. 3, 1898)—Copy presented of Corre- 
spondence relating to Sugar Bounties [by command]; to lie upon the 
Table... aes , re me 


TraDE Reports (ANNuAL SERIEs)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2068 and 2072 Dy anes 
to lie upon the Table eee vee ee ove 


Temporary Laws—Register of Temporary Laws for the Fourth Session, 
Twenty-sixth Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, pursuant to Report of the Select Committee on Expiring Laws 
in Session 1866 ; to be printed. g No. 190] one ‘ 

METROPOLITAN WateR Compantes (Accounts)—Return ordered “ of the 
Accounts, as they are respectively made up, of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies to the 30th day of September and the 31st day of December, 
1887 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 366 of Session 
1897."—( Mr. T. W. Russell) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Fishguard and Rosslare _— and Harbours Bill—On the Order for 
Second Reading : ee ie res 


DEBATE :— 

The Financial Secretary Mr. J. J. Shee (Water- 
to the Treasury (Mr. ford, W.) . 
R. W. Hanbury, Pres- Sir R. A. Penrose Fitzgerald 
ton) s+ oe oo 128F ( Cambridge) ; 

Mr. J. E. Redmond Sir T. G. Esmonde (Kerry, 
(Waterford) .. 129 W.) .. 

Mr. Maurice Healy( Cork) 138 
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Question put— 
‘* That this Bill be read a second time.” 
Agreed to. 
DEBATE continued :— 


Sir John Colomb (Great [Mr. Speaker | 151, 152, 
Yarmouth)... -- 150 Mr. Power... ose one 
Mr. Power (Waterford, Mr. J. E. Redmond ( Water- 
Se oe eee ford) Seat) her a 


Question put— 


‘That the Bill be committed to a Select Committee of nine Members, 
five to be nominated by the House and four by the Committee of Selection. 
That, subject to the rules, orders, and proceedings of this House, all 
petitions against the Bill be referred to the Committee, and such of the 
petitioners as pray to be heard by themselves, their counsel, agents, or wit- 
nesses, be heard on their petitions against the Bill if they think fit, and 
counsel heard in support of the said Bill against such petition. That the 
Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and records. That five 
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| O'Malley, William Woods, Samuel 

| Parnell, John Howard Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 

| Paulton, James Mellor Yoxall, James Henry 

| Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 

| Pinkerton, John TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
| Power, Patrick Joseph Mr. William Redmond and 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) Mr. Clancy. 


' Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


Amendment proposed— Page 


DIscUSsION :— 


Mr. Flynn 


DIscussION :— 
Mr. Dillon 
217, 24S; 


218 


5 





Mr. Gerald Balfour Mr. Farrell... eee 


‘*To leave out the words ‘Lord Lieutenant’ and to substitute the 
words ‘County Council.’”—(Mr. Flynn.) 


212: Zig Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice... 215 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 215 Mr. T. M. Healy... a 
Mr. J. P. Farrell we $215 

The Amendment was, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In clause 9, page 5, line 11, to omit the words ‘subject to the 
provisions of the Act.’”—(Mr. J. Dillon. 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphill oes SS 
223, 225, 227 Colonel Saunderson eee 
225 


221, 226, 227 Mr. Daly oo. 226 


Mr. Maurice Healy... 222 Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.)  ... 227 
Mr. Murnaghan os 222 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In clause 9, page 5, line 12, to insert after the second ‘and’ the word 
‘all.’”—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 


e 2 


=< 
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Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 228 Mr. Maurice Healy ... 228, 230 
The Attorney General Mr. Gerald Balfour... 229, 231 
for Ireland... «ai “228 









bo 









Amendment withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed— 


** At the end of line 21 to insert the words, *‘ And as to the conditions, 
and payments, and accommodation under which private patients may be 
admitted into and detained in an asylum.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 







Discussion :— ; 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 231, 233 Mr. J. Heywood Johnstone 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 231 (Sussex, Horsham) ow. 255 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 234 Mr. J. J. Shee eee ee §=235 







Amendment Negatived without a Division. 





Amendment proposed— 


“On page 5. line 32, to omit the words, In case of dispute.’”—(Mr. 
Serjeant Hemphill.) 









Discussion :— 







Mr. Serjeant Hemphill, Mr. Maurice Healy ... 238, 240 
236, 237 Mr. James C. Flynn... oe 241 

Mr. Gerald Balfour, 237, 238, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice ... 242 
239, 242 













Amendment agreed to. 





Amendment proposed— 


‘* At end of clause 9, page 5, line 34, to add the words: ‘* Proceedings 
had or taken by any such committee shall be had or taken in the names 
of the said councils jointly, and proceedings had or taken against any such 
committee shall be had or taken against such councils jointly.”—(Mr. 
Maurice Healy.) 




















Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy 242, 243 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ww. 243 
Amendment agreed to. 
Question put— 
“That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Dillon ... 248, 246, 254 Mr. H. C. Plunkett (Dublin 


Mr. W. E. H. Lechy Co., S.) we -. 256, 257 
(Dublin University), Mr.E.F. Vesey peeing: 
243, 260 derry) os 257 
Colonel Saunderson, 249, 254 Mr. T. M. Healy... eos |60G 
The Chancellor of the Mr. Gerald Balfour... 259, 261 
Exchequer (Sir M. Mr. Clancy ... 259, 260, 261 | 
Hicks Beach, Bristol, Mr. Serjeant Hemphill «. 261 


i a so §«=©252, 254 Mr. J. G. Butcher (York) ... 261 


Question put— 
“That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 251 ; Noes 25. (Division List No. 86.) 
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Page 


**In Clause 10, page 5, line 36, after the word ‘duties,’ to insert the 
words ‘other than the os of a new road or the widening of an old 
road.’”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


sidered ; 
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on the Procedure and Practice and the Methods of Valuation followed 
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by the Land Commission, the Land Judge’s Court, and the Civil Bill 
Courts in Jreland under the Land Acts and the Land Purchase Acts, 
Volume II., Minutes of Evidence [by Command]; to lie upon the 
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Suez Canat (Commercial, No. 4, 1898)—Copy presented of Returns of 
Shipping and Tonnage, 1895, 1896, and 1897 (in continuation of “ Com- 
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March, 1498 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... oan w+. SOZE 
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‘*Showing (1) the Rates of Duties, Taxes, or Imposts collected by 
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arliamentary Paper, No. 404, of Session, 1897).”—(Mr. Goddard)... ... 3BO2F 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND)—Return ordered— 


“‘Giving the number of Arrests for Drunkenness within the Metro- 
politan Police District of Dublin, and the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limerick, 
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TEACHERS OVER AGE (ScoTLanp)—Return ordered— 
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Female Teachers over 55 years of age, teaching in State-aided Schools in 
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RESERVE AND DiscHarGepD Souprers, Crvit EmpLoyMent (Howse oF 
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The House divided;—Ayes 129 ; Noes 248. (Division List No. 87.) 
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office, be entitled to compensation as provided by this Act. 

*** Should any existing coroner be, at the passing of this Act, coroner for 
a county, and also for a borough situate within the limits of said county, and 
should said borough be constituted by this Act a county borough, he shall 
be entitled to compensation, as provided by this Act, in case he is deprived 
of office in either such county or borough.’ "—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
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ing the Finances of Greece [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


CoNTROVERTED ELEcTIONS—Mr. Speaker informed the House that he had 
received the following communication from the Judges appointed to try 
the York Election Petition :— 


“In the High Court of Justice.—Queen’s Bench Division. 
“ The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. 
“ The Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Acts, 1883 and 1895. 
‘*To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the House of Commons. 
** Election for the Borough of York, holden on the 13th day of January, 1898. 


‘¢Sir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS, Petitioner. 


‘*LorD CHARLES BERESFORD, M.P., Respondent. 


‘* We, the Honourable Mr. Justice Mathew and the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Grantham, two of the Judges of the Queen’s Bench Division of the 
High Court of Justice, selected to be placed on the rota of Judges for the 
trial of Parliamentary Election Petitions in England and Wales for the year 
ending the 24th day of October, 1898, 

‘“*Do hereby Report, that an application for liberty to withdraw this 
Petition was heard before us in open Court on the 5th day of May, 1898. 
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was not the result of any agreement, terms, or undertaking, or in considera- 
tion of any payment, or in consideration that the seat should at any time be 
vacated, or in consideration of the withdrawal of any other Election Petition, 
or for any other consideration. 


“ Dated this 5th day of May, 1898. 
‘Wa. GRANTHAM, 
“J.C. MATHEW.” ,,, 
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of Rathven and county of Banff, and to enable the Commissioners of the 
Burgh of Buckie to grant guarantees in connection with the Revenue of 
the Harbour, and for other purposes”; Bill afterwards read first time 
and referred to Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
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Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport) os nee eee eae 7 oh ae 


American TonnaGE DuEs—Question, Mr. M. Davitt (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs “o G. IN; nani 
Lancashire, Southport) ‘ ie 


Keyet—Question, Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) ; withdrawn 


Private Memsers’ Bitts—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Kerry, W.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury piace A.J. _— Manches- 
ter, E.) ae : : 


ABSENTEE MemMBEeRs—Questions, Mr. Duncombe sisi Sinica 
Mr. T. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
S.); Answer, The First Lord of the ne acs A. J. Balfour 
(Manchester, E.) [Mr. Speaker]... ot 
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Locat Taxation 1x IRELAND—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devon, South 


Moulton) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury - A. J. aarti 
Manchester, BL.) us , . 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Scotcu Seta: Tila Mr. Weir - and reamed? Answers, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... 


Postmasters at Fisu-curinc Stations—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aber- 
deenshire, E.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
R. W. Hanbury, Preston) ... 


Business OF THE Hovs—E—Questions, Lord H. Cecil (Greenwich), Sir C. 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean), Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall), Mr. J. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. S. Smith (Flint- 
shire) and Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.); Answers, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 

RisinG in SrerRA LEoNE—Question, Captain Bethell (Yorks., Holderness) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) Be ae aoe Sos Sas ; 


Ristne in SrerrA Leone—Motion for Adjournment. 


DEBATE :— 
Captain Bethell (York- The Secretary of State for 
shire, W.R., Holder- the Colonies (Mr. J. 
NESS) « ee -- 699 Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
‘ W. 


Mr. Mic -hael Davitt ( Mayo, S.) 
Leave having been given, Motion made and Question proposed— 
‘That this House do now adjourn.”—(M7. Davitt.) 
DEBATE :— 
Mr. Davitt vee « 700 Mr. John Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 


Question put— 


The Secretary of State Mr. Davitt os .706, 

for the Colonies, 704, Sir Ellis ‘dale: Bartlett 

706, 710, 713 (Sheffield, Ecclesall), 711, 

Mr. Sydney C. Buxton Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- 
(Tower Hamlets, Pop- pool, Scotland)... 

far) «4. 710, 711, 712 Mr. T. Lough (Islington, W,) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


Ways anp Means—Budget Resolutions ; Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


SvuEz CanaL SHARES—Resolved— 


“‘That it is expedient to authorise the application, in like manner 
as the New Sinking Fund is applied, of any sums which may have been, 
or may be, paid into the Exchequer in respect of Suez Canal Shares drawn 
for repayment.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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ASSESSMENT OF PREMISES USED FOR TRADE—Resolved— 


“That where a deduction has been made from the assessment of 
premises used for trade under section 35 of the Finance Act, 1894, the 
amount which may be authorised to be deducted, as being the annual 
vaiue of such premises, in estimating the amount of profits or gains 
chargeable to income tax under Schedule D of the Income Tax Act, 1853, 
shall be such reduced amount.”—( Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. ) Sc 


Tzea—Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That the duty of Customs now payable on tea shall continue to be 
charged, levied, and paid on and after the first day of August, One 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, until the first day of August, 
One thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine, on the importation thereof 
into Great Britain or Ireland (that is to say):—Tea . . the pound. . 
Four Pence.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) men ee 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. E. Robertson (Dun- Sir William Harcourt (Mon- 
dee) «+. oe §=6 , S mouthshire, W.) ... “ne 

The Chancellor of the Sir Charles Dithe (Gloucester- 
Exchequer... oe tal shire, Forest of Dean) 

Mr. G. C. T. Bartley Mr. Lough ... w- =, 


(Islington, N.) ee [ The Chairman] 
Amendment proposed— 


**Line 6, to leave out the words ‘Four Pence,’ and insert the words 
‘Two Pence’ instead thereof.”—(Mr, J. A. Pease.) 


Mr. J. A. Pease (North- The Chancellor of the Ex- 
umberland, Tyneside) chequer eee ves 
729, 730 
Question proposed— 
‘« That the words ‘ Four Pence’ stand part of the Question.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Discussion resumed :— 
Mr. T. G. Bowles (Lynn Regis) 


Main Question put, and agreed to 


Resolved— 


‘That the duty of Customs now payable on tea shall continue to be 
charged, levied, and paid on and after the first day of August, One thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-eight, until the first day of August, One thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-nine, on the importation thereof into Great 
Britain or Ireland; that is to say :—Tea . . thepound . . Four Pence.’ 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again on 
Wednesday. 
Customs Offices (Southampton) (Re-committed) Bill—Considered ... 


Discussion :— 


Mr. J. Herbert Lewis The First Commissioner of 
(Flint Boroughs)... 732 Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's) 


Clauses considered and agreed to, and Bill read a third time and passed. 
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Customs and other Offices (Barry Dock) Bill—Considered in Committee ... 737 
Clauses considered and agreed to, and Bill real a third time and passed 740 


Sheriffs-Depute Tenure of Office inmate Bill—Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee) .. 740 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
Mid) . w =740 Graham Murray, Buteshire) 741 


Dr. Clark (Caithness) .. 741 


Question put, and agreed to— 
‘* That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
Question put, and agreed to— 
‘* That the following new clause stand part of the Bill— 
‘*This Act shall not apply to sheriffs substitute.” 
Question put— 
‘‘ That the following new clause stand part of the Bill— 


“If a sheriff is, removed under the preceding section before he has 
completed ten years’ service on the ground that he is, by reason of inability, 
unfit for his office, it shall be lawful for the Treasury to grant him an 
annuity of such amount as they shall consider just in all the circumstances, 
but in no case exceeding three-tenths of the salary payable to such sheriff, 
and any such annuity shall be charged upon and payable out of the same 
fund and in the same manner as annuities to sheriffs are paid and charged 
under the first section of the Public Reyenue and Consolidated Fund 
Charges Act, 1854.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Dr. Clark vee oe 742 Mr. Graham Murray oe 148 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Line 4, after the word ‘amount,’ add the words ‘ for such period.’ ” 
Discussion :— 
Mr, Caldwell .. vids eis 5d ies ih oF oe 14a 
Question proposed— 
“Tn line 4, after the word ‘ amount,’ the words ‘ for such period,’ be added.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 
‘That the words proposed stand part of the clause.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 
‘That the clause as amended stand part of the Bill.” 


Moved— 
** That the word ‘depute’ be omitted from the title of the Bill.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill reported as amended. 


Universities and College Estates Bill—Order for Second Reading read. 


DEBATE :— 
Sir C. Dilke  ... 743 Mr. E. Robertson... we §=145 
Mr. Kearley (Dev onport) 744 Mr. J. A. Pease ws eos 6046 
Mr. J. Parker Smith 
(Lanarkshire, Partich) 745 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘“*To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end ofthe uestion to add 
the words ‘upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Lewis. ) 


DEBATE :— 
Mr. Lewis oon we =746 The President of the Board of 
Mr. Strachey (Somerset, Agriculture (Mr. W. H. 
—_— oe mee {1 | Long, Liverpool, W. Derby) 
Sir B. W. Foster (Derby, 748, 749, 750 
Ilkestone) ... Ta Mr. J. A. Pease... Te 


Mr. Gibson Bowles ... + 750 
Question put— 
‘*That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
House divided :—Ayes 230; Noes 74. (Division List No. 90.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to the Standing Committee on 
Law. 


India Office (Store Depot) Bill—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘“‘ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Mr. J. Herbert Roberts The Secretary of State forIndia 
(Denbighshire)... 753, 759 (Lord George Hamilton, 
Mr. J. Herbert Lewis Middlesex, Ealing) 758, 760 


(Flint Boroughs)... 757 Mr. Weir (Ross andCromarty) 759 
Mr. J. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 159 
Question proposed— 


“ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made— 


‘“‘That the Bill be committed to a Select Committee of five Members, 
three to be nominated by the House and two by the Committe+ of Selection ; 
that all petitions against the Bill presented three clear days before the 
meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee; that the 
petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their counsel, or agents, be 
heard against the Bill, and counsel heard in support of the Bill; that the 
Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and records ; that three 
be the quorum.”—(The Secretary of State for India.) 


Motion agreed to. 


Vaccination Bill—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amend- 
ment proposed to Question [19th April] 


‘* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
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And which Amendment was— 


** To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words, ‘ upon this day six months,’”—(Mr. Thomas Bayley.) 


Question again proposed— 


‘* That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DEBATE :— 

Mr. W. Hazell (Leicester) 761 Mr. R. Ascroft (Oldham) 

Sir c Dalrymple Dr. R. Farquharson (Aber- 
(Ipswich) ..- 763, 769 deenshire, W.) ... ~—_ 782, 

Mr. T. Bayley (Derby- Dr. Clark (Caithness) 789,790, 
shire, Chesterfield) ... 769 Mr. T. P. O’Connor (Liver- 

Mr. F. A. Channing pool, Scotland) ... aie 
(Northamptoushire, E.) The Secretary to the Local 

0 Pl ig og Government Board (Mr. T. 

The President of the W.Russell, Tyrone, S.) 798, 
Local Government 799, 801, 
Board (Mr.H. Chaplin, Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 775 Spen Valley) .. 804, 

Sir William Priestley Sir Walter Foster wea 
(Edinburgh and St. Mr. Allan (Gateshead) 
Andrews Universities) T77 Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcester- 

Mr. Labouchere (North- shire, N.) > om 
ampton) ... oe 118, S801 


The House divided :—Ayes 237 ; Noes 23. (Division List No. 91.) 
Question put, and agreed to— 
‘* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Bill read a second time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


*‘ That the Bill be committed to the Standing Committee on Law, etc.” 
—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


DEBATE :— 
Mr. Labouchere... oe 811 Mr. S. Evans (Glamorgan, 
Mr. Philip Stanhope Mid) soe wee owe 


(Burnley)... .. 813 Dr. Clark... ane 816, 818 


Mr. Channing ... .. 813 [ Mr. Speaker | 

Sir W. Foster ... -. 814 

Mr. Bayley ove oo. 815 

The President of the 
Local Government 


Board ... eve -- «815 
The House divided :—Ayes 301 ; Noes 50. (Division List No. 92.) 


Bill committed. 
TELEPHONES.— Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘* That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and report whether 
the telephone service is or is not calculated to become of such general benefit 
as to justify its being undertaken by municipal and other local authorities, 
regard being had to local finance; and, if so, whether such local authorities 
should have power to undertake such service in the districts of other local 
authorities outside the area of their own jurisdiction, but comprised wholly 
or partially in the same telephone area, and what powers, duties, and obliga- 
tions ought to be conferred or imposed upon such local authorities; that 
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the Minutes of Evidence taken before the Select Committee on the Telephone 
Service in the Session of 1895, and the Report of the Commissioner and the 
Evidence taken before him in the inquiry recently held at Glasgow, be 
referred to the Committee for consideration in so far as they relate to the 
subject of the present inquiry ; that the Committee do consist of Seventeen 
Members; that Mr. Bartley, Mr. Grittith-Boscawen, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. 
Cawley, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Colville, Mr. Firbank, Mr. Fry, Mr. Hanbury, Sir 
Reginald Hanson, Sir Henry Howorth, Sir James Joicey, Mr. Nicol, Mr. 
John Redmond, Mr. James Stuart, Mr. Tully, ani Sir James Woodhouse be 
members of the Committee ; that the Committee have power to send for 
persons, papers, and records ; that Five be the quorum.”—(Sir William 
Walrond.) 

House adjourned at 12.10. 


LORDS : TUESDAY, 10TH MAY 1898. 


Lorp BrassEy—Lord BrasskEy, Governor of Victoria, took the Oath and 
his Seat for the first time in this Parliament 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Midland Railway (West Riding Lines) Bill [u.L.]—Reported from Select 
Committee, with Amendments ‘ Be ae See sae a 


Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill—Queen’s consent signified; Bill reported, with 
Amendments... oes ows wee see ove eee “ee ose 


Hamilton Water Bill [u.1.]—Committed 
St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea Gas Bill—Read second time, and committed... 


Blackpool and Fleetwood Tramroad (Tramway Extensions) Bill [u.1.]— 
Read third time ; Passed, and sent to Commons ... eee aa i 


Belfast Harbour Bill [1.1.]—Read third timc ; Passed, and sent to Commons 


Customs and other Offices (Barry Dock) Bill—Brought from Commons ; 
Read first time ; to be printed ; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 66.] 


Customs Offices (Southampton) Bill—Brought from Commons ; Read first 
time ; to be printed; Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 67.] ... 


Commons Regulation (Wolstanton Marsh) Provisional Order Bill—Brought 
from Commons ; Read first time ; to be printed ; Referred to Examiners. 


ye a es ee 
Eastern Telegraph Company Bill [u.1.]—Returned from Commons, agreed 
to see eee ove ove cee eee vee eee eee eee 


Saint Matthew, Bethnal Green, Bill [u.1.]—Returned from Commons, 
agreed to was eee se nee dete oe se 


Upper Assam Tea Company Bill [u.1.]—Returned from Commons, agreed to 


Edinburgh and Leith Corporations Gas Bill [u.1.]—Returned from 
Commons, agreed to, with Amendments ; Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... a ee oe ie ae ae oa — 


Waterford City Gas Bill [1.1.]—Returned from Commons, agreed to, with 
Amendments... cos ae a ee nee ae 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army (ReEserRvE)—Further Regulations relating to the Army Reserve: 
Laid before the House ees to Act], and ordered to lie on the 
Table.. : eee ee ees ove eee es eee vee 


CoLoniEs Sitesi 228, Bermuda. [Report for _ 


In1sh Lanp Commission (Jupic1aL Rents)— Return for the month of 
December, 1897 ian “es ‘ee ee “ee 


Raitways (Continuous Brakes)—Return, by the Railway Companies of 
the United Kingdom, for the six months ending the 3lst December, 1897 


Sicut Tests—Report on the Sight Tests used in the Mercantile Marine for 
the year 1897, in continuation of Parliamentary Paper [C. 8470] 


ComMERCIAL (1898), No. 5.—Reports from Her Majesty’s Representatives 
on Legislative Measures respecting Gambling in “Option” and 
“Future ” Contracts ; Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on 
the Table eee eee ee 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order —_ 1) Bill—Read third 
time [according to order], and passed 


Universities (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill saa tilt in Committee 
[according to order]: Bill reported without Amendment; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read third time on Thursday next 


OFFICERS IN THE JAMESON Rarp—Statement and Discussion :— 
Earl Carrington... .. 824 The Duke of Fife 
House adjourned at 4.35. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 10TH MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Buckie (Cluny) Harbour Bill * ee, That the Bill be read a 


second time ... 


Edinburgh Merchant eens Bill (a. —As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time : vier 


Nottingham ee Bill—As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time ne . : sin ‘ : 


Bombay, Baroda and Central India | Railway Company Bill co 


Read a second time, and committed 


North Pembrokeshire and Fishguard Railway Bill— Order for Second 


Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn ... 
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Lonpon County Councit (NortHern Tramways)—Order [3rd, March, ] 
that the Petition for the London County Council (Northern Tramways) 
Bill be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders read, and 
discharged [ordered, that the Petition for the Bill be withdrawn ; 
Dr. Farquharson] siete ‘ithe nee an ae au re he 


Southwark and Vauxhall Water sata antitaa Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed ees eve ove ove 


East Ham Improvement Bill—Rcported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed ese ee 

STANDING Orpers—Resolutions ‘reported from the Committeo— 

**1. That, in the case of the London County Council (General Powers) 
Bill, Petition for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be 


dispensed with : —That the parties be permitted to introduce their additional 
Provision if the Com mittee on the Bill think fit.” 


‘*2. That, in the case of the Cromer Gas Bill, Petition for additicnal 
Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their additional Provision if the Com- 
mittee on the Bill think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


NEW BILLS. 


ParisH CounciLLors (TENURE oF Orrice) — Bill “to enable parish 
councillors to hold office for three years.” Ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Lambert, Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. Hobhouse, Mr. Luttrell, and 
Mr. Jeffreys; Presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 9th June, and to be printed. [Bill 202]... 


CarRRIAGE OF GAME—Bill “ to prohibit sending of game by general carriers 
in certain seasons.” Ordered to be brought i in by Mr. William Redmond, 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease, Mr. Parnell, Mr. Grant Lawson, Captain Sinclair, 
Sir Thomas Esmonde, and Mr. Horace Plunkett ; Presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time iis Wednesday, 18th sai 
and to be printed. [Bill 203] ee ns “ ‘ 


Preferential Payments in Bankruptcy (Ireland) Bill_—« To amend the dia 
relating to Preferential Payments in Bankruptcy in Ireland.” Ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Claney, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and 
Mr. T. M. Healy; Presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 18th May, and to be printed. [Bill 204] 


MOSSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill, with an Amend- 
ment; Whitwick and Coalville Gas Bill, with Amendments ; Amend- 
ments to Aberystwyth Gas Bill = L.]; Folkestone Gas Bill (u.1.], 
without Amendment : 


Sheringham and Beeston Posteiiien Bill tas L. J-That dhucy have aaa a 
Bill intituled “ An Act to empower the Erpingham Rural District Coun- 
cil to construct a sea wall and other works for the nage of the 
parishes of Sheringham and Beeston Regis” 


Market Harborough Gas Bill [u.1.]—Also a Bill intituled “ An Act to 
provide for the transfer of the undertaking of the Market Harborough 
Gas Company, Limited, to the Market “Harborough Urban District 
Council ; and to confer further powers on the said Council with respect 
to the supply of gas ; and for other purposes ” 
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Dundee Corporation Tramways Bill [u.L.]—And also a Bill intituled “ An 
Act to empower the Lord Provost, Magistrates, and Council of the City 
and Royal Burgh of Dundee to work and use the Tramways within the 
Burgh ; and for other purposes” ... be we ar seve ... 828 





Sheringham and Beeston Protection Bill [u.1.|—Read the first time, and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... bes .-- 828 


Market Harborough Gas Bill [u.1.|—Read the first ne and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills — 828 


Dundee Corporation Tramways Bill [u.1.]— Read the first time, and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... oie --- 828 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 





Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. - Bill—Ordered, That the Bill 


be read a second time to-morrow ... 828 
Pilotage Provisional Order neitiacens That the Bill be read a second 
time ... F ar ee oan ... 828 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order se 8 Bill—Read a second sis and 
committed ... 828 
PETITIONS. 


Adulteration (Food Products) Bill—In favour: From Stafford (2) and 
East Suffolk ; to lie upon the Table eee eve ons ie --- 829 


Catnotic University IN IRELAND—Against: From Fraserburgh, St. 
Andrews, —— Grantown-on-Spey, Kingussie, and Montrose ; to 
lie upon the Table . eee eee ove eee ves ove --- 829 


East Inp1A antl DisEasEs)—Against State Regulation: From 
Headingley, York (2), sissies Bridge of ee and a ; to lie 
upon the Table we 829 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—In favour : From Whitburn, 
Dalbeattie, Edinburgh (2), Ayr (2), Montrose, Carnoustie, Friockheim, 
Brechin, Arbroath, ‘St. Ninians, nites Chirnside, Halkirk, sali and 


Greenside ; to lie upon the Table . ° 829 
Liquor Traffic Local Veto aanreniad Bill—In favour : From Sting t 

lie upon the Table ... - --- 829 
Local Government (Scotland) Act (1804) Amendment Bill—In favour: 

From Caithness ; to lie upon the Table ... , «- 829 


Midwives’ Registration Bill—In favour: From Dodworth, , Tipton, Ww ey 


mouth, Grantham, and Govan ; to lie upon the Table ... 829 
Mines (Eight —— Bill—In favour: From Redcliffe ; to lie upon the 
Table pe Ls aoe aa sis ... 830 


Nonconformist peace ‘initia of penis Bill—In favour : 
From Sheffield ; to lie upon the Table... ‘ .-- 830 
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Poor Law ans Bill—In favour: From Arbroath; to lie upon the 
Table.. see eee eee 


Private Bill Procedure dies 2 Bill—In favour: From Kirkealdy, 


Grangemouth, and Fifeshire ; to lie upon the Table 


Public Health Acts Amendment Bill—In favour: From — Wol- 


verhampton, and Reading ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill—In favour: From Great 
Yarmouth and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table ... see ; 


Sale ‘of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill, and Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Stirling and Aberdeen ; 
to lie upon the Table aa on sine na ee - 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Sax- 
mundham, Yoxford, Liverpool, Birmingham (5), Pyddle Hinton, 
Walton (2), Tyldesley, Wellington, Tovil, Harrogate, New Brompton, 
Atherton, Burton Wood, Leicester, Rochester, Ipswich, Blackfriars 
Road, Oldham, Pydeltrenthide, Leeds (3), Sheffield, Shildon (10), Mid- 
dridge (2), Binchester (5), Highworth, Manchester, Winchester, Hope 
Mansell, Clitheroe, Lugwardine, Great Yarmouth, South Middridge, 
Brentwood, Tattingstone, and Banbury ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GAMBLING IN “ OpTION” AND “FutTuRE” Contracts (ComMMERCIAL, No. 
5, 1898)—Copy presented of Reports from Her Majesty’ s Representa- 
tive on Legislative Measures respecting Gambling in “ Option” and 
“Future” Contracts [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2076 to 2079 [by spent: 
to lie upon the Table ; 


TraDE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS ain dike presented of Diplo- 
matic and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 456 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


MERCANTILE Marine (CoLour TEsts)—Copy presented of Report on the 
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‘*Page 7, line 20, leave out sub-section 5, and insert ‘ The salary of 
any coroner shall be fixed by the county council, with the approval of the 
Local Government Board, and shall not be subject to increase or diminu- 
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through committees appointed by them, and each county situated within 
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upon such committees.’”—(Capt. Donelan) 
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** Provided that the Local Government Board, on request made by a 
resolution of the council of any such borough passed by two-thirds of the 
members voting on such resolution, may by order apply to the borough the 
provisions of this Act with respect to the duration of office of councillors, and 
make such incidental provisions as appear to the Board necessary or ex- 
pedient for bringing such application into full effect, and in particular for 
making the trienniai election of aldermen,”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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Mr. W. Johnston (Bel- Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 942, 943 
fast, W.) was .- 941 
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of September, One thousand eight hundred and ninty-eight, they are re- 
quested so todo by a petition signed by not less than one-fourth of the 
council, by order prescribe the number of aldermen and councillors and the 
sub-division into wards in the same manner as in the case of a county 
council.”—(Mr. Know.) 
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Another Amendment proposed— 
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‘** Provided that nothing in this Act contained shall alter or affect the 
number of aldermen or councillors which may be elected by a ward in such 
borough.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 207.] ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Leeds, 
Manchester, and Wakefield ; Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin ; Presented, and read the first time ; Referred 


to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 208.] . : vu 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill—To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Blaby 
(Rural), Bristol, Eastbourne, Epsom (Rural), Gelligaer and Rhigos 
(Rural), Me ulling (Rural), Newport (Mon.), Penmaenmawr, Richmond 
(Surrey), Rugeley, and Windsor (Rural) ; Ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin; Presented, and read the first 
time ; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Pibente Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 209.] 





Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill—To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government Board under the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, and the Public Health Act, 1873, 
relating to Selby and Wenlock ; Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin ; Presented, and read the first time ; Referred 


to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 210.] 


Societies’ Borrow1nc PowEers—To empower certain Societies to borrow 
Money from persons and corporations other than members ; Ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Horace Plunkett, Mr. Courtney, Sir Charles Dilke, 
Mr. John Redmond, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Butcher, and Mr. Yer- 
burgh ; Presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 211.] 
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Dogs Regulation Bill—In favour : From Perth; tolie upon the Table ... 960 





East Invia (Contacious DisEases)—Against State Regulation: From 
Bolton, Wingate, Penrith, ceri Christchurch, and York ; to lie 
upon the Table ae aes = ats nee ia oat --- 960 


Fatal Accidents Inquiry saaaaeaiains Bill—In favour : From Perth ; to lie 
upon the Table ive me nee -»» 960 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—In favour: From Perth (2), 
Auchterarder, Prestwick, Strathmiglo, Denny, Kilbarchan, Inverkeith- 
ing, Glasgow, Govan, Andersier, Larkhall, Rattray, Kincardineshire, 
Kirkealdy, and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table eee mre --- 960 


Mines (Bight a Bill—In favour: From Sheffield ; to lie upon the 

















Table.. eve ose one pois ee 960 
Poor Law (Scotland) ae eee From Perth, and Royal canarias 

and Police Burghs of Scotland ; to lie upon the Table ... 960 
Private Bill Procedure aes Bill—In favour: From Perth; to lie 

upon the Table ele ws axe ea --- 960 













Public Health Acts Amendment Bill—In favour : From Salford, Longton, 
and Bolton ; to lie upon the Table na oats Sex woh .-. 961 





Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill—In favour; From Island 
Magee and Croft ; to lie upon the Table ... ove eee ion a 






Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill, and Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From i gah meena: 
Govan, Dundee, and Newtown ; to lie upon the Table . 961 






Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Bradwell, 
Crowborough, Hurstpierpoint, Deaf Hill, Trimdon (4), Leominster (3), 
Newport, West Hartlepool, Middlesbrough, Hurworth, Glasgow, 
Rotherham (2), Rawmarsh, Swallow Nest, Fairlight, Nottingham, 
Havant, Eastleigh, Danby, Monkwearmouth, Great Meols, Edinburgh, 
Wyke Regis, Sutton-in-Ashfield, Stanford-le-Hope (2), Newcastle- 
under-Lyme, Halifax and Burslem ; to lie upon the Table eee . 961 












Trusts  iomaaess Bill—In favour: From Perth and Ayr ; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ ne ee eee as nee es ooo SOT 
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UniverssL Postat Unton—Copy presented of Convention of Washing- 
ton (15th June, 1897) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 





TrapE Reports (ANNuAL SERIEs)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2080 to 2084 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table wee mae —_ wae ose ols <es, On 






Puarmacy Acts (IRELAND)—Copy presented of Order in Council, dated 
9th May, 1898, approving of Regulations made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... ae --- 962 
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PiLoTaGE ProvistonaL OrpErs—Copy ordered “ of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional Order included 
in the Pilotage Order Confirmation Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie)—Copy pre- 
sented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, [No. 199] 


Pier AND Harnour ProvistonaL Orpers—Copy ordered, “of Memoran- 
dum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders ine luded in the Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill."—(Mr. Ritchie)—Copy presented er ; to lie —_ the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 200] a : = as 


PusLic Petitions CommittTEE—Fifth Report brought up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed... sae on 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





Local Government (Ireland) Bill—[Considered in committee] 


(In the Committee.) 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 8, line 3, after ‘ bye-laws’ insert ‘ Power of appointing a visiting 
committee fora prison.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


The Attorney General Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork 
for Ireland (Mr. City) see -» 963, 
J. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.)  ... 963, 964 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 8, line 33, leave out ‘or the Borough Funds (Ireland) Act, 1888.’” 
—(Mr. M, Healy.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Maurice Healy 965, Mr. Sydney Gedge (Walsall) 
968, 969, 973 Sir James T. Woodhouse 
Mr. G. W. Wolff (Bel- (Huddersfield) ia 
fast, E.) .. 968 Mr. T. M. Pisin (Louth, 
The Chief Secretary ‘t NV.) 5 


the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Cen- 
tral) 968, 969, 970, 973 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


‘“Page 8, line 34, after ‘apply’ insert ‘the quorum of a Council of a a 
County Borough shall be one-sixth of the total number of such Council.’’ 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 
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DIscussION :— 


Mr. Maurice Healy... 973 Mr. Gerald Balfour oe 975 
Mr. William Johnston 
(Belfast, 8.) ... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 








© 


75 






Question put :— 









‘* Page 8, line 34, after ‘apply’ insert ‘a quorum of a Council of a County 
Borough shall be one-fourth of the total number of such Council.’” 





Agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 8, line 36, after ‘shall’ insert ‘ not.’”"—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 975, 979 Mr. Crean (Queen’s County, 

















Mr. Gerald Balfour 976, Ossory) «+. ean ose 960 
979, 985 Mr. J. H. M. Campbell (Dub- 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 976 lin, St. Stephen’s Green)... 981 
Mr. T. M. Healy 977, 988 Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) 
Mr. Knox (Londonderry) 978 982, 983, 984, 985 
Mr. William Johnston [The Chairman]... we §=983 
978, 982, 985 Mr. J. H. M. Campbell... 984 
Mr. Condon ( Tipperary, Mr. Serjeant Hemphill poo 6986 
EB.) vee pes ~~ S19 
The Committee divided:—Ayes 89; Noes 126.—(Division List No. 
94.) 





Another Amendment proposed— 





“Page 8, line 43, at end, add: ‘And as respects Belfast. the enact- 
ments mentioned in Part I. of the First Schedule shall, notwithstanding 
any Act of Parliament, apply within the county borough in the same 
manner as in any other part of Ireland.’”—(M7. M. Healy.) 








Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... .- 991 Mr. Gerald Balfour... «« OUT 
Agreed to. 










Another Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 


**(d) The council of each county borough shall elect the harbour board 
or port authority now exercising jurisdiction within any portion of such 
borough ; (e) the council of each county borough shall be entitled to elect the 
same number of Commissioners to the Irish Lights Board as the Corporation 
of Dublin.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 









Discussion :— 









Mr. T. M. Healy 992, The President of the Board 
1005, 1006 of Trade (Mr.C. T. Ritchie, 
Mr. Wolff eee 995, 998 Croydon) ie +» 1002 
Mr. Vesey Knox (Lon- Mr. M. Healy eve .-. 1002 
donderry) 997, 998, 1003 Mr. W. Johnston... ... 1003 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 1000, 1007 Mr, Atkinson... wn .+» 1006 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 












)2 
)2 
3 
6 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


[May 11.] Page 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 

‘The council of each county borough shall be entitled to elect the same 
number of Commissioners to the Irish Lights Board as the Corporation of 
Dublin.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 

DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. T. M. Healy 1007, 1008 [The Chairman]... 1007, 1008 
Amendment ruled out of order. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 
‘Where the whole or any eer exceeding one-half of the salary of 
any person is paid by the council of a county borough, such council sball on 
the next vacancy and thereafter nominate and appoint the successor of such 
person to any oftice.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy .-- 1008 Mr. Gerald Balfour... .-- 1008 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 


**(d) Provided that the approval or consent of the Local Government 
Board or of the Lord Lieutenant shall not be necessary in any case where 
such consent or approval was not necessary before the passing of this Act.” 
—Mr, Clancy.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Clancy --- 1009, 1010 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1009, 1010 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, and Clause 17 agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 9, lines 4 and 5, leave out ‘urban district’ and insert ‘town.’”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy 1010, 1011 Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, W.) 1011 
Mr. Athinson ... ..- 1010 Mr. Gerald Balfour... -. 1011 
Mr. Knox oe --- 1O1O 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

‘** Page 9, line 7, after ‘ borough’ insert ‘ or town.”—(Mr. Jordan. 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, Mr, Atkinson... oes --» 1012 
ae «+ 1011, 1012 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 
‘*Page 9, line 18, after ‘1892,’ insert ‘or where the Local Gevernment 
Board think fit, a combination of such electoral divisions.’” 


** Page 9, line 19, leave out from ‘ wards’ to ‘each,’ in line 20.” 
“ Page 9, lines 20 and 21, leave out ‘or combination.’” 
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* Page 9, line 21, at end, add— 
** Provided that each such ward or combination, being a district electoral 
division, shall be subject to alteration by the Local Government Board, in 
the same manner as a poor law electoral division,” 
** Page 9, line 29, after ‘ council,’ insert— 
(2) In a town being an urban district in which the Lighting of Towns 
(Ireland) Act, 1828, shall be in force, the said Act shall from and after the 
first election of the council after the passing of this Act be no longer in 
force, and instead thereof the Towus Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854 (as 
amended by this or any other Act), shall be in force in the said town in like 
manner as if the last mentioned Act had been adopted in the said town in 
manner provided therein.”—(Mr. M. Healy. ) oe eos LOUD 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Maurice Healy - 1012 


First portion of Amendment agreed to. 
DiscUSsION CONTINUED :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1013 Mr. Maurice Healy ... .-- 1013 
Mr. P. A. McHugh ... 1013 


Remainder of Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put— 
‘‘ That the clause as amended stand part of the Bill.” ... . 1013 


Clause agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 9, line 27, after ‘ roll,’ insert— 


‘* And the provisions made by or in pursuance of this Act respecting the 
qualification and mode of election of councillors shall extend as well to the 


aldermen as to the councillors of the urban district.” — (Myr. Gerald 
Balfour.) ... : «- LOIS 
Agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 9, line 27, after ‘ roll,’ insert— 


‘* Provided that a person shall not, unless otherwise qualified, be entitled 
to bea local government elector of an urban district if registered in the 
Parliamentary register of electors for such district in respect of a qualifi- 
cation as a freeman.” 

** Provided that a person shall not be entitled to be a local government 
elector of an urban district if registered in any year in the Parliamentary 
register of electors in respect of the county or borough occupation franchise 
within the meaning of the Registration of the People Act, 1884, unless such 
person shall have resided within, or within seven miles of, the urban district 
during six months immediately preceding the 20th day of July in such year.” 


—(Mr. M. Healy.) wee see “ee ae oat .e- LO14 
Agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 27, after ‘by.’ insert ‘section 2, sub-section 2.’”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discuss1on— 


Mr. T. M. Healy 1014, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice 
1015, 1016 (Wilts, Cricklade)... 1015 





Mr. Maurice Healy 1014, 1016 Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, ied: 
Mr. Gerald Balfour min ) - 1015 


1014, 1015, 1017 Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) 1017 
Mr. P. A. McHugh  ... 1015 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 29, insert at end— 


‘* Provided that where one-third of the councillors of any such district 
are elected annually, the Local Government Board, on request made by a 
resolution of the council passed by two-thirds of the members voting on 
such resolution, may, by order, pot to the district the provisions cf this 
)12 Act with respect to the duration of office of county councillors, and make 
such incidental provisions as appear to the board necessary or expedient for 
bringing such application into fall effect, and, in particular, in the case of a 
borough, for making the triennial election of councillors coincide with the 
12 triennial election of aldermen.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. P. A. McHugh  ... 1018 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... --- 1018 
13 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 
(Tyrone, N.) ... ... 1018 


Amendment agreed to. 


113 Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 9, line 29, after ‘council’ insert— 


** And the chairman of any such urban council while in office shall be a 
Justice of the Peace for the urban district, in the manner provided by 5 
section 3, sub-section 2, in relation to chairmen of county councils.”—( Mr. $ 
Macaleese.) 


Discussion :— 4 

14 Mr. Macaleese (Mona- Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8S.) ... 1021 4 
ghan, N.) ..- 1018, 1029 Mr. Smith Barry (Hunting- 4 

Captain Donelan (Cork, don, S.) «. ee «so 1022 i 

, Aer ses on 1018 Mr. D. Kilbride (Galway, N.) 1022 i 

Sir T. G. Esmonde ... 1019 Sir John Colomb (Great Yar- i 

Mr. Gerald Balfour 1019, 1028 mouth) Pek ..- 1023, 1024 ; 

Mr. Dillon 1019, 1020, 1028 Mr. T. M. Healy... ... 1024 i 

Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 1019 Mr. W. Johnston ae oo» 1025 4 

Mr. Atkinson ... ... 1020 Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) os 1025 

Mr. Maurice Healy 1020, 1028 Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Donegal, if 

W.) a0 obs vee .». 1026 (| 

Dr. Rentoul (Down, E.) 1027, 1028 P 

14 Amendment withdrawn. 4 
Another Amendment proposed— : 


‘Leave out line 32 and line 33."—(Mr. Smith Barry.) 1 





Discussion :-— 4 

Mr. Smith Barry --- 1029 Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) +» 1032 i 

15 Mr. Dillon ..- 1029, 1032 Mr. W. Johnston ... .. 1032 dq 
Dr. Rentoul vee +» 1030 Mr. Flynn... vee ve 1033 i 

15 Mr. T. M. Healy .» 1031 4 
N17 i 


Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


House resumed. 


cii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 12.| 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill (Consolidated Funds)—Resolution (10th 
May) reported. 


Page 


DEBATE :— 


Mr. Blake (Longford, S.) 1033 [Mr. Speaker] 
Mr. Lloyd sail (Car- 
narvon) au --- 1036 


Resolution agreed to. 
House adjourned at 5.55. 





LORDS : THURSDAY, 121TH MAY 1898. 


New Peer—Wilbraham Baron Egerton having been created Viscount 
Salford in the county palatine of Lancaster and Earl Egerton of Tatton 
in the county palatine of Chester was (in the usual manner) introduced 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Epucation DEPARTMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
[u.L. ]|—Ordered to lie on the Table 


Epvucation DEPARTMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION (BaARNEs, 
Etc.) [u.L.]—Ordered to lie on the Table 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Swansea Gas Bill [1.L.]—Commons’ Amendments considered and agreed to 


Waterford City Gas Bill we i dioatseuneccsile Amendments considered and 
agreed to . ae Ae 


Clontarf and Hill of Howth Tramroad Bill tu J Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments aes 


Heywood Corporation Water Bill [1.1 iia made on the 28th of 
February and Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed 


Seaham Harbour Bill [1.1.]—Orders made on the 21st of March and 
Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed 


York United Gas Bill—Read the second time, and committed 
Corporation of London (Foreign Cattle Market, ee * Bill—Read the 


second time, and committed 


Powell Duffryn Steam Coal elias Bill joa the third 7 
passed and sent to the Commons ... 


Wirral Railway Bill [u.L.]—Read the third time ; Amendments made ; Bill 
passed, and sent to the Commons ... es 


London, Chatham and Dover Railway Bill ts i. J—Heat the third time, 
passed, and sent to the Commons ... : * eee ose 
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Milford Docks Bill a z.. en the third isn passed, and sent to the 
Commons ... RES ows Si «e- 1039 


Blackpool Improvement Bill [u... + sii the third a pen, and sent 
to the Commons... see ee vee * “ oes «+ 1039 





036 


SeLect CommitTEE—City and Brixton Railway Bill; Great Eastern Rail- 
way (General Powers) Bill; London, Walthamstow and Epping Forest 
Railway Bill; Thanet Gas Bill; Knott End Railway Bill; Great 
Northern Railway Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill ; 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz.—E. Chesterfield, E. Gainsborough, L. Churchill, 
L. Ormonde (M. Ormonde), L. Herries (Chairman) ; agreed to... --» 1039 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


37 NeEwFouNDLAND—Correspondence relative to a contract for the sale of the 
Government Railway, and for other purposes ; Presented (by command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table... eee ees eee ove .-- 1039 





MisCELLANEOUS (1898), No. 1—Law respecting nationality and naturalisa- 
tion in Denmark ; Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table be ins ae he en ae ses vile .-- 1039 
37 
TrADE Reports, 1898—Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
37 on Trade and Finance : No. 2080, Brazil (Rio Grande do Sul and Porto 
Algere; No. 2081, United States (New York); No. 2082, United 
States (Baltimore); No. 2083, Turkey (Aleppo and Adana); N 
2084, Portugal (Marmagao) ; No. 2085, United States (Chicago); No. 
2086, China (Shashih); No. 2087, Belgium (Ghent); No. 2088, 


37 Colombia (Panama); No. 2089, Portugal arid Presented (by 
command), and ordered to lie on the Table see - ove --» 1040 
38 Universat Postat Unron—Convention of Washington, 15th June, 1897 ; 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table eee --- 1040 
38 


Inp1a—1l. Estimate of Revenue and Expenditure of the Government of 
India for the year 1897-98; compared with the results of 1896-97. 

38 2. Finance and Revenue Account of the Government of India for the 

year 1896-97. 3. Home Accounts of the Government of India. Laid 

before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 1040 


38 Puarmacy Acts (IRELAND) 1875 anp 1890—Order in Council, dated 9th 
May, 1898, approving of regulations made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society ; Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie 

38 on the Table oa sae cas oa aoe ies = ..- 1040 


EnpowEp ScHoots Act, 1869, anp AMENDING Acts—Scheme for the 
Management of the following Foundations in parish of St. Botolph, 
Aldgate, partly in the city and partly in the county of London: (1) 

38 The parochial schools; (2) The Charity of Henry Petter, for the 

charity school in the said parish founded by will dated 7th November, 

1735; Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. 

No. 69]... ons see eon a woe us ae .-- 1041 


38 


38 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Attendance of Children at School (Scotland) Bill [1.1.]—Second Reading 1041 
DEBATE :— 


The Secretary for Scot- The Earl of Cranbrook  ... 1046 
land (Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh) ... 1041, 1046 


Question put. 
Bill read a second time. 


Universities (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill [1.1.]—Read the third time 


(according to order), passed, and sent to the Commons ... -- 1046 
Copyright Bill [1.1.]—The Earl of Crewe named of the Select Committee 

in the place of the Lord Farrer... es --- 1046 
Copyright (Amendment) Bill [x1 he 1 Earl of Crewe named of the 

Select Committee in the place of the Lord Farrer Hee .- 1046 


House adjourned at 4.50. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 1l2rn MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brompton, Chatham, and cgaernaen Water Bill—Read the third time, and 


passed ; : ..- LOAT 
Ipswich Dock Commission tetas Consent signified); Read the 

third time, and passed a oo ws oes oe =~ vos CORT 
Llanelly and Pontardulais Railway sili n’s Consent ere: ; 

Read the third time, and passed... ‘ - 1047 
London and North Western Railway (Steam — Bill 1 : es ud 

the third time, and passed, without Amendment . 1047 
London County Council iamand abies Bill—Read the third time, and 

passed ‘ se ‘ . 1047 


Southend Water Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time... 1047 


Crystal Palace santa Bill— Sais =e) Read the second time, and 
committed ... ane a aoe «+» 1047 


Great Western Railway (New ne Bill—Repor ted ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed see sei ... 1048 


Dublin Port and Docks Bill—Reported ; Report to lie upon the Table... 1048 


Edinburgh and District Water Bill [1.1.]—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... . 1048 


Bakewell Gas Bill [11.1.]—Reported, with an Amendment; Report to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed .. sas - are -.. 1048 
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Holmes’s Patent Bill [11.1.]—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie 
upon the Table ; Bill to be read the third time ... = san --- 1048 
Norton and Halton Roads Bill [u.L.]|—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed; Bill to be read the 
third time ane ae owe see ds ‘ - 1048 
Marianao and Havana Railway Company Bill [u.1.]—Reported, without 
Amendmeut ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... ... 1048 
Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway Bill [1.L.]—Reported, without 
Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... - 1048 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill - 1049 
Amendments to— 
Edinburgh and Leith Corporations Gas Bill [u.1.]—Without Amendment 1049 
Universities (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill [u.1.]— That they have 
passed a Bill intituled * An Act to amend the Universities (Scotland) 
Act, 1858, and the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889, so as to make 
further provision for Retiring Allowances of Professors in the University 
of Aberdeen ” . 1049 
Blackpool and Fleetwood Tramroad (Tramway Extensions) Bill [u.1.] 
—Also a Bil! intituled “* An Act to empower the Blackpool and Fleet- 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill — Considered in Committee. (In the 
Committee) ... see see ves a os ais vee -e- 1099 


Question proposed—Page 9, line 32, to leave out sub-section (4), and 
insert instead thereof :— 

**(b) The local government electors for each district electoral division 

shall elect two councillors for each such division which now returns one 


elected poor law guardian, and three councillors for each such division 
which now returns two elected poor law guardians.”—(Mr. Smith-Barry) 1099 


Discussion :— 


Mr. J. C. Flynn (Cork, Mr. Dillon... -» 1105, 1106 
N.) 1099 Sir John Lubbock (London 

Col. Seeniee son Armagh, University) .. 1106 
N.) ... 1100, 1101, 1102 Mr. Smith- Barry (Hunts, S.) 1107 

Mr. M. Davitt (Mayo, Sir Thomas Grattan Esmonde 
S.)  ... 1101, 1102, 1104 (Kerry, W.) wes --» L107 

Mr. William Johnston Lord Edmond _ Fitzmaurice 
(Belfast, 8S.) ... 1103, 1105 (Wilts, Cricklade)... .-. 1108 

The Chief Secretary to the Mr. Tully (Leitrim, s. )  ... 1109 
Lord Lieutenant of Mr. W. E. H. Lecky (Dublin 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Ps ‘niversity) .. 1109 
Balfour, Leeds, Cen- . T. Lough (Islington, Ww ) 1110 


tral)... aaa .- L104 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed—Page 10, line 4, leave out “ not”; line 5, leave 
out from “ district ” to end of sub-section, and insert :— 












R " Provided he is a local government elector for the rural district.”—( Mr. 
oche ) eae ae eae ees 


Discussion :— 














Mr. John Roche (Gal- Mr. — — 1111 
way, E.) ss EVIQ, Pi Mr. Power (We aterford, E.)... 1111 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1111 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed—Page 10, line 6, after “district,” insert :— 


‘*Or has, during the whole of the twelve months preceding the election, 
resided, and continues to reside, in the district.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) , 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Tully eee oe 1112 Mr. Gerald Balfour... o- 1112 


Amendment « 






creed to. 





Amendment proposed—Page 10, line 6, after “ district,” insert :— 


‘*An no person shall be disqualified by sex or nates for being 
elected or being a district councillor.”—(Sir C. Dilke) ae naa ooo LED 
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Sir Charles Dilke (Glou- Mr. M. Davitt ine eos EUG 
cestershire, Forest of Mr. Mc Kenna (Monmouth, N.) 1118 
Dean) 1112, 1115, 1122 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill . 1118 
Mr. W. Johnston, 1113, Mr. L. H. Courtney (Corn- 
1116, 1118 wall, Bodmin) a ooo MEO 
Mr. John Dillon . 1113 Sir H. H. Fowler (Wolver- 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, hampton, E.) 1120,1121, 1122 
1115, 1116, 1118, 1121, 1122 Mr. Faithfull Begg (Glas- 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, gow, St. Rollox) ose 1133 
seas ee 
Mr. T. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis)... » 1117 


Question put— 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 125; Noes 246.—(Division List No. 95.) 


Question put and agreed to— 


** That clause 19 as amended stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment proposed— 








‘6 Page 10, line 17, at end, add— 

“And (c) where the Local Government Board constitute any urban 
county district er county borough, or part of such district or borough, a 
district electoral division returning more than one guardian, each elector may 
give one vote and no more for each of any number of persons, not exceeding 
the number of guardians to be elected for that division; and (d) an elector 
shall not at the same election vote for the members, whether district coun- 
cillors or guardians, of a board of guardians for a union in more than one 
district electoral division in that union.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr.Gerald Balfour 1127, 1128 Mr. M. Healy (Cork) 


The Amendment to the Amendment was, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put and agreed to— 


‘“‘ That the Amendment stand part of the Clause.” 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 10, line 17, add— 

“Provided always that, notwithstanding anything in this Act, every 
urban district shall be entitled to the same number of guardians as such 
district was immediately preceding the passing of this Act entitled to, and 
whether such district was constituted as one or more poor law electoral 
divisions, and the Local Government Board may, on the application of the 
urban district council of any urban district, for the purposes of the Poor Law 
Relief (Ireland) Acts, 1838 to 1892, divide such district into wards corres- 
ponding to the number of guardians returnable by such district, or 
otherwise.”—( Mr. Horace Plunkett. ) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. H. Plunkett 
Co., S.) ee 


(Dublin Mr. Gerald Balfour...’ «.. 


. 1129 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
VOL. LVII. 
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Question put and agreed to— 
‘* That clause 20 as amended stand part of the Bill.” 
























Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 10, lines 19 and 20, leave out ‘and, if they think fit, a vice- 
chairman.’ ”’—( Mr. Lough.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Lough oe <oe LOO Mr. Gerald Balfour... eos; FIO 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 10, line 20, leave out ‘or persons qualified to be such.’ ”»—(Mr. Luttrcil.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Luttrell (Devon, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... soe VISIT 
Tavistock)... ees, 2EGO 


The Amendment was agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 10, line 21, after ‘ such’ insert— 
‘For the chairman shall by virtue of his office be a Justice of the 
Peace for the county, but before acting as such justice he shall, if he has not 
already done so, take the oaths required by law to be taken by a justice,” — 
(Mr. Dillon.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Dillon aa ee B55 eee eats sik aah som VIB 
Question put— 
“ That the Amendment as proposed stand part of the Bill,” 
Discuss!Ion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1132 Mr. Dillon... eas “os. UiG2 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Clause further amended and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 11, leave out lines 5 and 6.”—( Mr, Serjeant Hemphill.) 


Discussion :— 















Mr. Serjeant Hemphill The Attorney General for 
1138, 1134 Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Mr. T. M. Healy w» 1134 Londonderry, N.) ... wee 1134 





Amendment withdrawn. 










Amendment proposed— 


* Page 11, line 7, leave out sub-section 2.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
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Discussion :— 
Mr. Dillon .» 1135, 1140 Mr. Serjeant Hemphil ..- 1141 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 1136, Mr. Flynn... cas .-- 1142 
1137, 1140, 1141, 1143, Mr. Jordon (Fermanagh, S.) 1143 
1146, 1147 Mr. M. Healy os we 1144 
Mr. T. M. Healy 1187, 1141 Mr. J. Samuel (Stockton) 

Lord E. Fitzmaurice 1145, 1146, 1147 

1138, 1139 Mr. J. G. Weir (Ross and 
Sir John Colomb (Great Cromarty) ... ae ove EAGT 


Yarmouth) — ... 1139, 1140 
Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, 
‘ft er eee .-- 1140 
Question put— 
“That the words ‘a county council shall not, without the consent of the 
Local Government Board, approve of any expenditure in,’ stand part of 
the clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 154 ; Noes 113.—(Division List No. 96.) 


Discussion continued :— 


Mr. Maurice Healy, 1151, 1154 Mr. Tully ie - 1154 
Mr. Gerald Balfour Lord E. Fitzmaurice . 1155 
1158, 1154, 1155 Mr. T. M. Healy » 158 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
Page 11, line 16, after ‘council,’ insert ‘not being the council of a county 
borough.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 11, line 18, after * Board,’ insert, as a new sub-section— 
‘¢Every urban district council shall, for the purpose of any business 
transferred to them from a Grand Jury, either by this or any other Act, or 
by any order made under the Public Health Act, 1878, have the same powers 
as respects land or easements of rights over land as a county council, and 
the provisions of Part I. of this Act with respect to the acquisition, 
ousdkenn, taking on lease, or exchange of land, easements, or rights, 
the taking or use of any land, easements, or rights by a county council, 
shall apply accordingly with the necessary modifications.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) wae oe ae ae ise sie ae 1156 


Question put 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 11, tine 28, leave out sub-section 5, and insert— 


“©(5) The council of any urban district may undertake the entire main- 
tenance of any road in the district, the expenses of the maintenance of 
which are leviable partly off the county at large, and may so undertake upon 

such terms as may be agreed upon, or, in default of agreement, be fixed by 
the Local Government Board. J ad ‘ ; 

‘<(6) Nothing in this section or in the provisions of this Act with respect 
to main roads shall affect the provisions of any local Act or any Provisional 
Order confirmed by an Act respecting the maintenance of any road in an 
urban county district, or respecting the liability of the district to contribute 
towards the expenses of the maintenance of roads partly leviable off the 
county at large. "—(Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 
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Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 1156 Mr. Gerald Balfour 
Mr. T. M. Healy eee 1157 

Question put-—- 

Amendment to the Amendment agreed to. 

The new sub-sections were then added to the clause. 

Clause 22, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed—Page 11, line 36, insert at end— 


**And the amount of such ad rate may, if such council think fit, be 
such an amount as in their judgment will sufficient after allowing for 
sums irrecoverable by reason of premises being empty, or any other cause, 
to raise or discharge not only the sum in respect of which therate is made, 
but also such a sum as will meet the expenses of what is in their judgment 
a due proportion of the expenses incurred and to be incurred in and about 
making and recovering the rate.’”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Clauses 23 and 24 agreed to. 


Amendment proposed—Page 12, line 12, add at end— 


“Rural district councils shall also have the powers and duties of urban 
authorities under the Public Libraries (Ireland) Act, 1894, and the provisions 
of the said Act shall apply to rural districts with the necessary modi- 
fications.”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Clause 25, agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
** Page 12, line 21, insert at end— 
“Provided that the number of persons vcther than members thus 


appointed shall not exceed in number one-fourth of the committee.”— 
(Mr. Flynn.) ‘ 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Flynn --- 1158, 1159 Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8S.) 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 
1158, 1159 
Amendment withdrawn. 


Clause agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“That upon the merging of certain cities or towns in county areas the 
inhabitants of any such city or town shall not be liable to pay any county 
rate or charge for which they were not liable before the passing of this Act.” 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. T. M. Healy 1159, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Kerry, 
1162, 1167, 1168 WD ax ies vin pat 
Mr. Gerald Balfour Mr. Knox (Londonderry) ... 1160 
1159, 1161, 1162, 1163, Mr. Maurice Healy ... . 1163 








- 1157 


... 1158 


1159 






1165 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 1165, 1166 — 


Mr. Dillon 1160, 1162, 1163 Mr, Atkinson... ... 1166, 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


1167 
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Question put— 
**That Clause 27 stand part of the Bill.” . 





Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 1168 Mr. Atkinson ... oe --- 1168 
Clause agreed to. 
Amendment proposed—- 
*“That towns should be made urban sanitary authorities so soon as 


Act comes into operation, and to omit words empowering one-fourth of 
electors to limit operation of clause.—(Mr, 7. M, Healy.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy .-- 1168 [The Chairman]... 1174, 1177 


Mr. Gerald Balfour Sir T. Esmonde wal ooo SUEUR 
1171, 1177, 1180 Mr. T. Daly (Monaghan S.) 

Mr. Maurice Healy 1172, 1179 1176, 1177 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8S.) 1173 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 

Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, Mid) es ‘e vee OE 


a). 6 oe |. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 13, line 29, to leave out ‘one’ and insert ‘three.’"—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Discussion CONTINUED :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy ... as sie ee wis ise .. 1181 
Amendment proposed— 


‘“* Page 18, lines 32 and 33, to omit the words ‘or from the Guardians of 
the Unions comprising the town, or any part thereof.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


DIscUSSION :— 4 


Mr. Gerald Balfour Mr. Daly ... ove + 1182 
1181, 1182 Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, 
Mr. Tully eve +» 1182 TD sine one ove --» 1182 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 13, line 33, after ‘union,’ to insert ‘ or, after the ia day 
from the council of the rural district.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour. 





Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That Clause 28, as amended, stand part of the Bill” bes ... 1184 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 1184 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... .» 1184 


Question put and agreed to. 
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Clauses 29, 30, and 31, added to the Bill. 
Motion thade, and Question proposed— 
**That Clause 32 stand part of the Bill.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy 1184, Mr. nee... oo 1191, 1192 
1188, 1189 Mr. Tully... : coe 1193 
Mr. Gerald Balfour Mr. Serjeant Hemphill oe 1198 


1187, 1188, 1192, 1194 
Agreed to and Clause added. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again on Monday. 
Sheriffs-Depute Tenure of Office (Scotland) Bill—As amended, considered ; 
aun Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time on Monday next. 


House adjourned’at 12.5. 





LORDS: FRIDAY, l3trH MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Staines Reservorrs Joint CommitrEr—Ordered to lie on the Table... 1197 
Forres Water Bill [1.1.]—Read, and ordered to lie on the Table... soe 1197 
Chipstead Valley easton Bill a %. Aina Amendments considered, 


and agreed to , «a LEOZ 


Bacup Corporation Water Bill a L. nee from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments ... : ae aes “ee « LYST 


Saint Thomas, Southwark, and Saint Saviour, Southwark, Bill [u.1. 01 
Re-commitment ; Reported with a further ” Amendment os vs «- 1197 


Great Northern Railway Bill—Order made yesterday sili certain 
Lords the Select Committee to consider the Bill, discharged _... eee 1197 


Hamilton Water Bill [1u.L.]—Reported with Amendments ... ra --- 1198 


Newhaven Harbour and Ouse Lower Navigation Bill [u. ve ties third 
time, passed, and sent tothe Commons... seo, 1198 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill —Brought from 


the Commons ; Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners... 1198 


Ipswich Dock Commission Bill—Brought from the Commons ; Read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners wa wae jee bee «-- 1198 


Llanelly and Pontardulais Railway Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 


’ 


Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners ae ae --- 1198 


London County Council (Acton Sewage) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners . 1198 
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London and North-Western Railway —_— — Bill basis si 


Returned from Commons, agreed to 1198 


Rochdale Corporation Water Bill [1u.1.]—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lorp R1BpBLEspaLE be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the Bill in the place of the Lorp 
Boy e (E. Cork AND OrrErRy) ; Read, and agreed to ... oe ee 1198 


Todmorden Corporation Water Bill [1u.L.]—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lorp RiIBBLEsDALE be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the Bill in the place of the Lorp 
BoyLe (E. Cork AND OrRERY); Read, and agreed to ... one --- 1198 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; Read the first time; to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. [No. 70.] ‘ee oe vee ees wae “es ... 1199 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—To be read the second 
time on Monday next.—(Lord Harris.) ... eee siete oa -o» LISD 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—To be read the second 
time on Monday next.—(Lord Harris.) ... sol vee ot ove LIDS 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army (SpeciAL Prenstons).—Return for the year ended 31st March, 1898, 
of pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 1170, and 1207 of the 
Army Pay Warrant. Presented [by command], and ordered to lie on 
the Table... see ae os a me a << -.. 1199 


Wetsu INTERMEDIATE Epucation Act, 1889—Report of the Charity 
Commissioners for England and Wales. Presented [by command], and 
ordered to lie on the Table ... ees eis oes vas ose --- 1199 


Navy (HyproGrarHer’s Rerort)—Report on Admiralty surveys for the 
year 1897. Presented [by command], and ordered to lie on the Table 1199 


TrapvE Reports, 1898—Annual Series ; Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance : No. 2090. China (Kiu- or Presented [by 
command }, and ordered to lie on the Table cee “ ne ... 1200 


Turkey No. 2 (1898)—Correspondence respecting the Negotiations for the 
Conclusion of Peace between Turkey and Greece. Presented [by 
command }, and ordered to lie on the Table oe ie ae ... 1200 





PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Copyright Bill [u.1.] and Copyright Amendment Bill [a L maou EarL 


of SELBORNE added to the Select Committee... . 1200 
Lunacy Bill [1.L. ]|—House to be in Committee on Tuesday next ... +s. 1200 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
CERTIFICATES OF British REGIstTRY—Question and Debate— 
Lord Muskerry ... --- 1200 The Prime Minister ... «+» 1201 
House adjourned at 4.40. 
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COMMONS: FRIDAY, 13tH MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Drogheda Gas Bill—Mr Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
Petition for additional Provision in the above Bill, the Standing Orders 
have not been complied with; Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing Orders... eee ee eee 1203 


Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill—Lords’ Amendment considered, and agreed 
ere : a se : ae Pee ae nee -- 1203 


Whitwick and Coalville Gas Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to eee . eee eee vee coe 1203 


Edinburgh Merchant ialala Bill | (u]—Reat the third time, and 


passed, with Amendments ... sow 2203 
Nottingham Corporation Bill—Read the third time, and passsed ....  ... 1203 


Dublin Southern District wean Bill— As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ... iets ae Se wa ee. 1203 


Gloucester Gas Bill— As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... 1204 


Great Eastern Railway Company and Midland and Great Northern 
Railways Joint Committee Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time a sols es ee a 6s mas eee 1208 


Great Orme Tramway and Tramroad Bill [u.1.]—As amended, considered ; 
an Amendment made; Bill to be read the third time... are .-- 1204 


Ilford ee Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 


time ... snake ae ma diate avs bin ide coe 1204 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (New Works) Bill aaa i. - apacte amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time nee 1204 


Torrington and Okehampton Railway Bill [u.t. eileen with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... . 1204 


Gas — and Coke a arn Report to lie upon the 
Table.. : see ses eee .-- 1204 


MessaGe rrom THE Lorps.—Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Company Bill 
[u.L.|—That they have passed a Bill intituled “* An Act to provide for 
the redemption of the Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Company (Limited) 
of certain redeemable shares issued by them, and to authorise the 
creation and issue of new preference shares in exchange for the shares 
redeemed ; and for other purposes ” vee eos eee eee wee 1205 


Wirral Railway Bill [1.1 ]—Also a Bill intituled “* An Act to authorise the 
Wirral Railway Company to make an extension railway and other works 
in the county of Chester ; and to abandon the railway authorised by the 
Act of 1895; and to convert their debenture stocks; and for other 
purposes”... was po a aus ae oo ae «- 1205 


London, Chatham and Dover Railway ‘Bill [u.1.]—Also a Bill intituled 
*An Act to authorise the London, Chatham and Doyer Railway 
Company to widen certain bridges, to stop up certain lev] crossings, to 
acquire additional lands, to make agreements with the Dover Harbour 

Board, and for other purposes” ... ose +o me ves 1206 
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Milford Docks Bill [u.1.]—Also a Bill intituled “ An Act to confer further 
powers upon the Milford Docks Company, and for other purposes” ... 1205 


Blackpool Improvement Bill [1.L.]—And also a Bill intituled “ An Act to 
increase the number of the Council of the Borough of Blackpool, and to 
authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the said Borough ‘to 
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Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Company Bill [1.L.]—Read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills.. ie - 1205 


Wirral Railway Bill [u.1.]—Read the first time; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... seh a Ae .-. 1205 
London, Chatham and Dover Railway Bill [1.1.]—Read the first time ; and 

referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... eee ... 1206 
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aminers of Petitions for Private Bills a 3 eee ws .-» 1206 
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the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ies te aoe .-- 1206 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders emg sd Bill—Read the third — 
and passed ... 1206 


Local Government Provisional Orders ili ” Bill—Read the third time, 
aud passed ... on ; : ates - es .-- 1206 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Monday next... 1206 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (Hacconby Fen) Bill—To confirm a 
Provisional Order, under the Land Drainage Act, 1861, relating to 
Hacconby Fen, situate in the parish of Hacconby, in the county of 
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Hanbury ; Presented accordingly, and read the first time; Referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed 
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PETITIONS. 
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Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 1222 

CommERCcIAL TREATY witH AMERICA—Question, Mr. R. Ascroft (Oldham) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Aine Affairs asi G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) ose - 1223 


PERFORMING Bears In LONDON Sianteeciibilbieds Mr. Sasa Robin- 
son (Dudley) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home mere — M. White _—s 
Lancashire, Blackpool) ats mae 1223 


RaBiEs IN THE MipLanps—Question, Mr. ‘hole tisinese (Dudley) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture — Walter Long; 
Liverpool, West Derby)... oa fe ; 1224 


Fines oN ANTI-VACCINATIONISTS — Question, : " Goddard (Ipewieh); 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board — H. Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) a a : : ie oo. 1228 


DomiciLiaRY VaccrnaTion—Question, Mr. “Brigg (Y orks, Keighley) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (tr H. ae 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) “oe so es eae eee 1225 


Mouzziunc ORDER IN YORKSHIRE—Question, Sir Sion W sails 
(Huddersfield) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Walter Long, Liverpool, West Derby) ce ase ae oo. 1235 

GOVERNORSHIP OF CRETE—Questions, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall), Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) and Mr. Jas. Lowther (Kent, Isle of 
Thanet); Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) aaa xe see os 1226 


End of Questions of 13th May. 


NEW BILLS. 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 2) Bill—To 
amend the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894. Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Parker Smith, Sir Thomas Gibson-Carmichael, 
Colonel Denny, and Mr. John Wilson (Govan). Presented, and read 

the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 6th June, and 

to be printed. [Bill 214] .. eve eee ove eee ose . 1228 
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—— during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 

alaries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant in Dublin and London, and Subordinate Departments.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question put— 
‘*That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £1,000, in respect of the Salary of 
the Chief Secretary.”—(Mr, Dillon.) Sp sae vee te “6 
Discussion :— 
Mr. John Dillon (Mayo, 
E.) 1229, 1247, 1267, 
1289, 1326, 1327, 1336 
Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.) 1239, 
1240, 1254 
Mr. E. Carson (Dublin 
University) 1240, 1250 


THE DAY. 


Mr. P. kyrench (Wexford, 8.) 
Mr. Kilbride (Galway, N.) 
1260, 1261, 1296, 1298, 1299, 
1300, 1323, 1324, 

Mr. Hedderwick ( WickBurghs) 
1265, 1288, 1289, 

Mr. Crilly (Mayo, N.) 1266, 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- 


Major Rasch (Essex, pool, Scotland) - er: 
S.£.) ..- ‘ 1242, 1243 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 
The Chief Secretary to (Tyrone, N.) aise eae: 
the Lord Lieutenant Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, 


of Ireland (Mr. Ger- Middleton) ... ie ove 
ald Balfour, Leeds, Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, 
Central) 1243, 1254, N.) 1281, 1283, 
1257, 1260, 1261, 1262, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 





1263, 1265, 1266, 1267, 
1289, 1290, 1298, 1299, 
1300, 1304, 1316, 1320, 
1321, 1324, 1333, 1336, 
1338, 1340 
Mr. Samuel Smith (Flint- 
shire) ... os .. 1243 
Mr. Horace Plunkett 
(Dublin Co., 8.) 1245, 
1246, 1247, 1295 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) 
1246, 1261, 1262, 1319, 
1321, 1327, 13829, 1332 
Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.) 1246, 1252, 
1254, 1263, 1301, 1304, 
1310, 1316, 1339, 1340 


Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 
Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.) 1291, 
1292, 
Mr. W. Johnston (Belfast, S.) 
Dr. Tanner 1300, 1326, 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yar- 
mouth)... 1326, 1327, 1329, 
Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, 
Wises. ee? oe ae 
The Deputy Chairman 1326 
1327, 
Mr. W. O'Malley (Galway, 
Connemara) 1333, 1334, 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes 83 ; Noes 160. (Division List No. 97) 1341 
Original Question again proposed ee ave nee eee ee» 134] 


Discussion continued :— 


Mr. Daly (Monaghan, Mr. Gerald Balfour... ove 1548 
&.) ».: oe 1341, 1343 Mr. P. A. Molingh Ceitrim, 
The Deputy - Chairman IND sc . 1344 


(Mr. John Ellis), 1342, 
1343, 1344 


Committee report Progress; to sit again on Monday next ... o- 1344 
Roman Catholic Disabilities Removal Bill—Order for Second Reading read 1344 


Motion made, and Question proposed—* That the Bill be now read a 
second time”; and, it being after midnight, and objection being 
taken to further proceeding, the Debate stood adjourned ... coe LORE 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next... awe nce sii wee 1344 


House adjourned at 12.5. 





LORDS : MONDAY, 16rH MAY 1898. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Birmingham, North Warwickshire, and Stratford-upon-Avon Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill—Ordered to lie on the Table ae ooo 1348 


Commons Regulation (Wolstanton ae Provisional Order Bill— 
Ordered to lie on the Table eae : ve a ove Nee 


Customs and other Offices (Barry Dock) Bill—Ordered to lie on the Table 1345 
Customs Offices (Southampton) Bill—Ordered to lie on the Table woe 1345 


Folkestone Corporation Water (Transfer) Bill [1.1.]—Report from the 
Select Committee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with the 
Bill ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ose os “oe wee 1345 


City and Brixton Railway Bill—Orders made on the 26th of 7 and 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bills committed . . 1346 


Great Eastern Railway (General Powers) Bill—Orders made on the 26th of 
April and Thursday last discharged ; and Bills committed tee ee 1346 


Rochdale Corporation Water Bill [11.1.] and Todmorden Corporation Water 
Bill [1.1.]—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl of 
Craven be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee 
on the said Bills in the _— of Lord hiiad = sain te : — and 
agreed toa. , 1346 


Great North of Scotland allway Biil io Sin Jeg the third ies psd 
and sent to Commons . 1346 
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Midland Railway (West Riding Lines) Bill [u.1.]—Read the third time ; 


an Amendment made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 


London and South Western Railway Bill [u.1.]— Read the third time ; 
Amendments made ; Bill passed ; and sent to the Commons : 


Nottingham Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first 
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. 1346 


. 1346 


time ; and referred to the Examiners 1346 

Whitwick and Coalville Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to oan ar oe oan wil . 1347 

Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to os . 1347 

Edinburgh Merchant Company Bill ra 1. acide from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments: The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to « 1h 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Read the second time 
(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House ‘To-morrow . 1347 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read the second time 
(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow . 1347 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Brought from Commons ; 

Read the first time; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 
[No. 71] 1347 

Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation A acemine Bill 
[u.L.]—To be read the second time To-morrow ae .e. 1347 

Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, vii Bill 
[u.L.]—To be read the second time To-morrow .. 1348 

Gas Orders Confirmation sand > Bill ne — Read the second time 
(according to Order) 1348 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

WorKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1897—I. Rules and forms; II. Explana- 
tory memorandum; Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table ... ae . 1348 

TrapE Reports, 1898—Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on ‘Trade and Finance ; No. 2091. Italy (Lombardy) .-- 1348 

Epucation (ScorLtanp)—Minute of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion in Scotland, dated 16th May, 1898, amending the terms of Article 
117 of the Code of 1898; Presented ie command), and ordered to lie 
on the Table .. . : Siew =f 1348 

MepwaAy Conservancy — Statement of ‘receipts and expenditure for the 
year ended 25th Mareh,'|18983; Delivered ae to Sie and ordered 
to lie on the Table ... ‘ a ‘ ‘i aa .-. 1348 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners) Bill. 
DepaTE :—Second Reading. 
The Marquess of London- The Lord Chancellor (The 
derry (Earl Vane) ... 1349 Earl of Halsbury) eee 1351 
The Earl of Ravensworth 1351 
Bill read a second time, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow ... ae vee eis nee : : 1351 
Attendance of Children at School (Scotland) Bill. 
Bill read a second time and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow ... set ae aes wad zor ies os SaOr 
Durban Harbour—Question and Debate 1351 
Viscount Sidmouth eos L351 The Earl of Hopetoun 1352 
House adjourned at 4,45, 
COMMONS: MONDAY, 16tH MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Belfast Harbour Bill [1.1.]—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 1353 
Dundee Corporation ptialesal Bill I se kaso ti That the Bill be 
read a second time ... ee ‘ ak --- 1353 
Market a Gas Bill te LJ—Ontere That the Bill be read a 
second time. ‘ - 1354 
Sheringham and Beeston amen Bill (x. LJ-Ontere That the Bill 
be read a second time : . 1554 
Barry Railway Bill—Read the third time, and passed . 1354 
Cardiff Corporation Bill—Read the third time, and passed .. . 1354 
Hart’s Divorce Bill tere the third si and passed, without 
Amendment .. . wee eee =i oes -. 1854 
Norton and Halton Roads Bill [u.1 J—Reat the third sti and sh sate 
without Ammendment - . 2 1354 
Southend Water Bill—Read the third time and passed... . 1354 
Carmarthen Improvement Bill—As Amended, considered; to be read 
the third time . ° a en one rar . 1354 
Cranbrook District Water Bill—As amended, considered ; -to be read the 
third time eas eis -. 1354 
Marianao and Havana oa enna Bill ts site space 9 
considered ; to be read the third time ... 1354 
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Morley Corporation (Gas) Bill a L.J—As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time ore ae eee eee a Bus e- 1355 


Wigan Corporation Bill—As amended, considered; A clause added ; Bill 
to be read the third time ... wae aie sere a Poet oss Loar 


Buckie (Cluny) Harbour Bill [1.1.]—Read a second time and committed... 1355 
Clergy Mutual Assurance escapes Bill [u.1. Ler a second on and 


committed ... ; Looe 


Crowhurst, Sidley and Bexhill | Railway Bill ne J—Head a second time 


and committed on soe baao 
Gainsborough Gas Bill—Read a second time, and committed ae vee 1355 


Sheffield District Railway Bill—For additional Provision ; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... te a ih ‘ee, KOGe 


Midland Railway Bill a L 5 he acini Report to lie upon the Table, and 


to be printed... ioe Pan new ook “se Boao 


Usk Valley Railway Bill—Repo ted ; Suse to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed... : wee ee Bas aa wee 1355 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 
Amendments to— 
Chipstead Valley Railway Bill [u.1.]—Without Amendment sti .. 1356 


Newhaven Harbour and Ouse Lower Navigation Bill [u.1.]—That they 
have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Newhaven Har- : 
bour and Ouse Lower Navigation Act, 1847, and the Newhaven Har- 
hour and Ouse Lower Navigation Improvement Act, 1863, to authorise 
the remission or rebate of the annual assessments or scots leviable under 
the first-mentioned Act, to authorise the trustees of the Newhaven 
Harbour and Ouse Lower Navigation to contribute towards the main- 
tenance of a certain contemplated sea wall and defences ; and for other 
purposes.” Afterwards read the first time; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills nee ee oe ae -«- 1856 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. " Bill—Ordered, 


That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow ... na : w-- 1356 
Electric Lighting Provisional — (Wo. 4 Bill—Read the third time. 
and passed ... . 1356 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—* To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electrie Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bermondsey and St. Marylebone,” 
ordered to be brought in by Mr.  Ritehie and Mr. Hanbury. Presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; Referred to Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [No. 216] <a .- 1856 
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Tue Partiamentary DesatEs—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, 
Chorley) ; Answer, The Financial ee to the Treasury (Mr. R. 
W. Hanbury, Preston) waa eee ° see . soe -- 1376 


GREAT Britain anp Rvssia—Question, Mr. Ascroft (inline ; Answer, 
The Under Secret tary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport)... e one eee — _— ... 1376 


SreERRA LEONE ProtEctoratE—Question, Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal —— 
S.W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies ce J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.)  ... so ate eae - co St 


VoLuntary ScnHoots AssociaTions—Question, Mr. Channing (North- 
amptonshire, E.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University) ssc RON 


BLackHEAD LigutrHou sE—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, S$); Answer, 2. 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon). 1375 


Great Brirain anp France in West ArricA—Questions, Mr. Hedder- 
wick (Wick Burghs); Answers, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) —.-. .-> 1379 


Tue Brotuers Natu—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 


The Secret tary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) sai oa an oe Pee Soe w. 1380 


eee eee 


TrEAsuRY Seconp-CLass CLERKsHIPs—Question, Sir H. Howorth (Salford, 
S.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. 
Hanbury, Preston) ... see se oe eas sot ie «ss 1380 


New Evening Scnoot Cope—Questions, Mr. Hobhouse (Somerset, E.) ; 
Auswers, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education 
(Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University) ... Bee ee mes ... 138] 


CoLonEL Epwarp MircHeLL, R.E.—Question, Mr. ~~ (Roscommon, 
S.); mite “egg The First Lord of the Treasury iti i. 2 es Man- 
chester, E.) ... ea cas nee ee : * . 138] 


ScotcH County CounciL AND ScHOOL Boarp iia ecient Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Auswers, The Lord Advocate (Mr. 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) nee ae ve sae age «- 1382 

PostrPoneD ForeiGN OrricE Desate—Questions, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) 
and Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.); Answers,The First Lord 


of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) —... ae .. 1383 
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Grocers’ Licences Abolition (Scotland) Bill—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Mane shester, E.) “i eid ie a oe wee 1384 


Cuina and Great Britarin—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport)... ae ale ae aCe --- 1384 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON FALSE TrADE Descriptions—Question, 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam); Answer, The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon)... Ane eee 1385 


Fenit Prer Fish Trarric—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Kerry, W.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, 
Croydon)... iota vies ove we ie sine oes woe 1385 


UNIMPROVABLE Rents—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; 
Answer, The Financial Recess tary to the cable cea R. W. supe 
Preston) se cee «-- 1386 


Mr. CHaMBerRLAIN’s BirMinGHamM SPEECH ON ForEIGN Poticy—Questions, 
Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.) ; [Mr. Speaker] ... rae wee SS sxe LOO 


NEW MEMBER. 


ArtHurR WELLESLEY Soames, Esquire, for the County of Norfolk 
(Southern Division), introduced and sworn inthe usual manner. .... 1387 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee olka ... 1387 
(In the Committee.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 15, line 19, after ‘council,’ insert ‘as the case may be.’”’—(Mr. 
Plunkett.) 


Discussion :— 


The Chief Seeretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... ee oes soe BOOL 


Question put— 
* That clause 33 stand part of the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


A-uendment proposed— 


* Page 16. line 2, at begi ning of clause, insert ‘for the period of five 
years.’ ’—-(Mr. Strachey.) 
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Discussion :-— 


Mr. Strachey (Somerset, S.) 
1387, 1388, 1390 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 1388 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 1390, 
1391, 1400 
Mr.M‘ Kenna (Monmouth, 
N.), 1392, 1394, 1396, 1398 
Mr. Lough (Islington, 
W.), 1394, 1395, 1396, 
1398, 1399, 1401 


Question put— 


** That those words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 107 ; N 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 16, line 2 
instead the w ords ‘31 st March, 1898, ’ 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Dillon, 1409, 1411, 
1414, 


Balfour, 


1416 
Mr. Gerald 


1410, 1412, 1414, 1415 
Mr. Flynn .» 1412 


Question put— 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


CXXXV 
Page 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnar- 
von) --- 1398, 1399 
Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.) 1401 
Mr. D. H. Coghill ( Stoke- 
upon- Trent) - 1401 
Mr. G. Lambert (Deven, South 
Molton)... 1401 
Mr. J. C. Flynn ( Cork, N. bs 1402 
Mr. G. Whitely (Stockport) — 1402 
Mr. Mendl (Plymouth) .-» 1404 


oes 258.—(Division List No. 98.) 


, leave out the words ‘ 29th day of September ’ and insert 
”"— (Mr, Dillon.) 


Mr. Carson 
versity) 
Mr. Whittaker 
Spen Valley) 


(Dublin Uni- 
1412, 1413, 
( Yorkshire, 

1415, 1416 


1416 


‘¢ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 276; Noes 96.—(Division List No. 99.) 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 16, line 9, leave out the words ‘ poor rate and.’ 


DIscUSsSsION :— 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton) 1419, 


1422, 1425, 1426, 1427, 1432 
Mr. Dillon . 1422 


Balfour 
1422, 1425, 1427 
Mr. T. M. me (Louth, 

iw). é we» 1425, 1441 
Colonel W aring (Down, 

Da) ae ... 1425, 1426 
Mr. Davitt, 1428, 1433, 1436 
Mr. Lough (Islington, 

W.)  «.. ~=1481, 1482, 1433 


Mr. Gerald 


Question put— 


’—(Mr, Lambert.) 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cum- 
berland, Cockermouth) 1433, 1436 
Mr. Cripps (Gloucester, 
Stroud) --- 1436, 1437, 1438 
Mr. J. Samuel (Stoe hion) eee 1437 
Mr. Whittaker “ --- 1438 
[ The Chairman] . 1488 
Mr. Logan — Har- 
borough) .. . 1489 
Dr. Clark (C withas os . 1444 


‘“‘ That the words ‘ poor rate and’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 235 ; Noes 70.—(Division List No. 100.) 







a 

J 
4 
} 





































TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
[ May 16.] Page 


Amendment proposed— 


CXXXxvi 


** Page 16, line 29, leave out from ‘to’ to end of clause, and insert—‘ any 
land defined as agricultural land in the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896.’”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Discussion : — 

Mr. Maurice Healy ( Cork Mr. J. H. Campbell (Dublin, 
City), 1449, 1453, 1454, St. Stephen’s Green) «+ 1458 
1455, 1464, 1466, 1467, 1468 Mr. O’ Keefe (Limerick)... 1469 

Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Plunkett (Dublin County, 
1452, 1453, 1454, 1455, S.). o< eee owe 1460 
1463, 1466, 1467, 1468, Mr. Athinson... oo . 1461 

1469, 1471, 1474 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice 
Mr. Vesey Knox, 1453, (Wiltshire, Cricklade), 1461, 1463 
1456, 1475 Mr. Dillon... .» 1470, 1471 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill Mr. Clancy (Dublin County,N.) 1475 


(Tyrone, N.)  ... ... 1455 Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8S.) «.. 1476 
Mr, Wolff (Belfast)... 1456 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 16, line 25, leave out ‘March’ and insert ‘September.’”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Maurice Healy... 1476 Mr. Gerald Balfour... eee 1477 
Amendment withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 16, line 28, after the word ‘land’ insert, ‘as defined by the Agri- 
cultura) Rates Act, 1896.’”—( Mr. Strachey.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. E. J. Strachey, 1477, 1480 Mr. Dillon... .-» 1480, 1481 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 1479, 1482 Mr. Flynn... .-- 1481, 1482 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin Dr. Clark... ies .. 1482 
County, N.) 1479, 1480, 1481 Mr. 7. M. Healy... --- 1482 
Question put— 
‘That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided—Ayes 83 ; Noes 234. (Division List, No. 101.) 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 16, line 30, after ‘ Acts,’ insert ‘ which is not part of a railway or 
canal.’”—(Mr Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion : — 
Mr. Dillon Daa ee» 1485 Mr. Healy... <a ... 1486 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1485 

Amendment agreed to. 

Question put— 


“‘ That Clause 34, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
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DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Whittaker 1487,1488, 1489 Mr. P. O’ Brien (Kilkenny) ... 1489 
Mr. T. Healy ... .-- 1288 Mr. Buchanan  (Aberdeen- 
Mr. Knox eae --- 1488 shire, E.) .. sea vue RE0G 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, 
Brightside)... aod = 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 243; Noes 60. as List No. 
102.) ... vee vee ves ve ves ; ‘ . 1496 


Committce report Progress ; to sit again this day. 
Ixpia Orrick (Store Deror) [Expenses ].—(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of the Revenues of 
India, of the purchase money, compensation, and _all expenses which may 
become payable under any Act of the present Session, to empower the 
Secretary of State in Council to purchase Lands in connection with the 
Store Department of the India Office.”—(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 1496 


And, it being after Midnight, and objection being taken to further pro- 
ceeding, the Chairman ‘left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House ; Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Thursday 1496 


House adjourned at 12.10, 





LORDS; FRIDAY, lira MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :— 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill ea a 
Ipswich Dock Commission Bill.. we whe ee vv .. 1501 
London County Council aie Sewage) Bill— 


The same were ordered to lie upon the Table aaa a wae coe LOOT 


Great Western Railway (General Powers) Bill—Examiner’s Certificate of 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing 
Orders Committee on Monday next oles , = oe «os, 1501 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill Fe joke aaa from the 
Select Committee with Amendments , +s L502 


Kettering Water Bill (HL sce det from the Select Committee with 


Amendments sar . -- 1802 
St. Anne’s-on-the Sea Gas Bill—Reported with Amendments at so. LOZ 
Enfield Gas Bill—Reported without Amendment _... wt ss ..- 1502 


Folkestone Water Bill (i. Oy ———— from the Seleet Committee with 
Amendments ; oe ae eu uP bas «ve. FSOB 
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Tynemouth Corporation Water Bill (a. L.  iiatie from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments ... ae ... 1502 
Halifax Corporation Bill aan L.  salecia nies from the Select Committee with 
Amendments ae wae ioe eee -»» 1502 
Knott End Railway Bill—Orders made on the 5th instant and papi 
last discharged ; and Bill committed for Friday next - 1502 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill—Orders made on the 26th of April 


and Thursday last discharged ; and Bill committed for Friday next 1502 
Thanet Gas Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That it is not 

expedient to proceed further with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie on 

the Table - 1508 
Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee Bill—Read the second time, and com- 

mitted : The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 1503 
Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill—Read the third time, with the Amendments ; 

passed, and returned to the Commons Re - 1508 
Barry Railway Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first time ; and 

referred to the Examiners ... ~e a . 1503 
Cardiff Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first time ; 

and referred to the Examiners wee ven wa we --- 1503 
Southend Water Bill—Brought from the Commons; read the first time ; 

and referred to the Examiners oe re : eee 1508 
Hart’s Divorce Bill [u.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to - 1508 
Norton and Halton Roads Bill - L. ]—Returned from the Commons agreed 

to see vee ee see ane ae see ose ee» 1508 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Brought from the 

Commons ; afterwards read the first time ; to be — and referred 

to the Examiners. [No. 73] . = ee» 1503 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—House in Caneniinie 

(according to order): Bills reported without Amendment ; Standing 

Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read the third time on Friday 

neXt ... ee» 1504 
Local Greens Pusddenel ie (No. 2) Bill_—House i in Cees 

(according to order): Bills reported without Amendment ;- Standing 

Committee wssigplaice and Bills to be read the third time on Friday 

next . “ ‘ . 1504 
Education Deserta Povcianenel Cains Ceuhinitinn London) Bill 

{u.L.]—Read the second time (according to order) , 1504 
Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, E Rte. a Bill 

—Read the second time (according to order) .. 1504 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Treaty SERIES (1898), No. 7—Agreement between the United Kingdom 

and France respecting the express delivery of parcels ; signed at Paris, 

13th April, 1898 : Presented d (by nw and ordered to lie on the 

Table ’ F 1504 
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Army (Mitiria)—Further regulations relating to the Militia ees --- 1504 


UniversITIES (Scortanp) Act, 1889—Abstract of accounts of the 
University of Glasgow for the year ended 30th September, 1897, being 
the annual Report on the state of the finances of the University, under 
the provisions of section 30 of the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889 : 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table.. eee us wes ais me a ne cae we» 1505 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Licensing (Disqualification of Justices ey Bill se L. tig To be read 
the second time on Friday next... ; . 1505 


Parish Churches (Scotland) Bill [u.1. enn from oe ste callie 
Committee with Amendments: The Report thereof to be received on 
Friday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 72.) ... ose LSOSE 

Attendance of Children at School (Scotland) Bill [1.1.]—Reported from 
the Standing Committee without Amendment, and to be read the third 
time on Frid: ay next.. oe Re : . ve. 1505 

Lunacy Bill [1.1. ‘lieenealinia of the whole seis (whi th stands sppointed 
for this day) put off to Friday next Fe " : wee 1505 


Copyright Bill [1.1.]—Select Committee to meet on Mond: ay next at a 
quarter before Four o’clock.. vee oes ae = .. 1505 


Copyright (Amendment) Bill Scab Committee to meet on iia 
next at a quarter before Four o’clock. Report from the Committee of 
Selection for the Standing Committee, That the Committee have added 
the Earl Russell to the Standing Committee for the consideration of 
the Lunacy Bill (H.L.); read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... «+ 1505 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 


OccuPATION OF WeI-HAI-WEI—Question and Debate a ats .-» 1506 
The Earl of Kimberley The Prime Minster (The Mar- 
1506, 1515 quess of Salisbury) 1514, 1515 





NavaL REsEerRvE : Motion (Lord Muskerry) adjourned 1521 
Lord Muskerry ses ove ove oi — wn -- 1521 
House adjourned at 5,30. ’ 
COMMONS: TUESDAY, 17rn MAY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Blackpool ness Bill se —Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time ... aes ae ae -+- 1522 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Bill i s.  Diaiaion that the Bill 
be read a second time ne ; --» 1522 


Milford Docks Bill [u.L.]—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 1522 


Powell Duffryn Steam Coal iain Bill a “re —Ordered, That the Bill 
be read a second time ee s 1522 
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Gloucester Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed ae et sos 1598 


Great Eastern Railway Company and Midland and Great Northern 
Railways Joint Committee Bill—Read the third time, and passed... 1522 


Great Orme Tramway and Tramroad Bill an .]—Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendment aie , wee ea aa soe 1522 


Ilford Improvement oe s Consent signified. Read the third time, 
and passed... — . ° eee sos oat oo Loe 


Rhymney and Aber iaaerisis Gas and Water Bill—Read the third time, and 


passed . ‘ow Nee 
Edinburgh and District Water Bill (a. L LAAs amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ... oss LOGS 


Holmes’s Patent Bill aks amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time ... uate eats ah wi ee asia tas tte sos Lone 


Mumbles Railway and Pier Bill—As cagiiin considered ; to be read the 
third time... . te Ae a ; .- 1523 


London, Walthamstow and prawes Forest Railway llesabenees Bill— 
Order [15th February], that the Bill be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn-— 
(Dr. Farquharson) ... iit eis is oes was itt vow LOGE 

Windsor Dock, Cardiff, Bill—Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence taken 
on the Barry Docks and Railways Bill, 1883 and 1884, be referred to 
the Committee on the Windsor Dock, Cardiff, Bill—(Wr. James Stuart) 


523 


Haslemere District Water and Gas Bill—Re — oss not pee} 
Report to lie upon the Table ore me es . 1523 


Foreign Bondholders’ iapiaaee nee nn Report to lie upon the 
Table es a are ata mS aie bas ash sce 1528 


Southampton Gas iaaaiiia natal Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ze a see miss ee woe 1524 


Wey Valley Water ee Reports to lie upon the Table, and to 


he printed... , mete oa sins ee ee cow: Nous 


STANDING OrpERsS—Resolutions reported from the Committee— 


1. ‘: That, in the case of the West Ham Corporation Bill, Petition for 
additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to introduce their additional Prov ision if 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

2. ‘* That, in the case of the Drogheda Gas Bill, Petition for additional 
Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties to be permitted to introduce their Provision if the Committee on 
the Bill think fit.” 

3. ‘* That, in the case of the Norwich Electric Tramways Bill, Petition 
for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with: 
That the parties be ermitted to introduce their additional Provision if 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to or ane oat ae a sare o-- 1524 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


Amendments to—Edinburgh Merchant beeip ines Bill a L. |, without 
Amendment... en — a : at ... 1524 
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That they have passed a Bill intituled “ An Act to authorise the Great 
North of Scotland Railway Company to widen, alter, and improve 
parts of their railway ;° to buy additional land; and for other 
purposes.” [Great North of Scotland Railway Bill] [u.L. | 

Also a Bill intituled “ An Act to confer powers upon the Midland 
Railway Company for the construction of railways from Royston to 
Bradford, in the West Riding of the County of York ; and for other 
purposes.” [Midland Railway (West Riding Lines) Bill.] [i1.1.] 

And also a Bill intituled “ An Act to confer further powers upon the 
London and South Western Railway Company ; to authorise them 
to execute further works and acquire additional lands ; and to con- 
fer upon the Company and the London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Company further powers for the purchase of lands ; and 


for other aecmgill — and South Western Railway 


Bill] [u.1.]J 
Great North of Scotland Seite Bill i L. aerate the first time; and 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills.. 


Midland Railway (West Riding Lines) Bill [1.1 -|—Re: ad the first time ; 


and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


London and South Western Railway Bill [u.L.]—Read the first time; and 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders - 3) Bill— Read a 
second time, and committed re es see one 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 18) Bill—* To contirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Holborn and St. Giles.” 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. Pyesented, 
and read the first time; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 217.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—* To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bolton (Extension), Kings- 
winford, Penarth, Prescot (Extension), and Shrewsbury.” Ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. Presented, and read 
the first time ; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 218.] 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill—* To confirm a 
Provisional Order of the Local Government Board for Ireland relating 
to Belfast.” Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland and Mr. Hanbury. Presented, and read the first time; Referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 219.] 
PETITIONS. 


Army Pensions—For weekly payment: From Shaftesbury ; to lie upon the 
Table : see wee oes os aes : 


Dogs Regulation Bill—Against : 





From Ickham ; to lie upon the Table 
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East Inpia (Contacious Disrases)—Against State Regulation : From 
Birmingham, Glasgow (2), Bo'ness, — Bridge of — and 


Norwood ; to lie upon the Table ... 1527 
Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—Against : From Edinburgh ; 
to lie upon the Table os * om aie ae on voe 1527 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—In favour : From Dunoon, 
Edinburgh (3), Glasgow, Leith (2), Paisley (2), Glenalbyn, Ardrishaig, 
Kilmarnock, Seafield Hall, Beith, Newmilns, Pierowall, East Kilbride, 
Auchinheath, Anderston, Galashiels, Harthill, Kirk of Shotts, and 


Airdriehill ; to lie upon the Table... na re ae ee ee 1527 
Habitual Inebriates’ Bill—In favour: From to lie upon the 

Table.. Hie em bist pes ove 1537 
Midwives’ aida’ Bill—In favour : From Walton, Liverpool, Waver- 

tree, and Bedford ; to lie upon the Table ... rm ve eat oor 1527 
Private Bill Procedure ne) Bill—In favour: From Argyllshire ; to 

lie upon the Table ... Mee oa we 1527 


Public Health Acts Amendment Bill—In favour: From Walsall, Exeter, 
Worthing, Shrewsbury, secant, Hanley, al Huddersfield ; to lie 
upon the Table eve ove : ave a ove ° 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors elements Bill—In favour: From Cork; to 
lie upon the Table .. eee wes Pt os : 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill and Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Preston and Leith ; to lie 
upon the Table ee ; oss 7h aes ee: ae .-. 1528 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday cniiied ainst : From Colnbrook ; 
to lie upon the Table os , Sas aa -- 1528 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Darwen, 
Weardale, Corbridge, Wolverhampton, Lancaster, Winchester, Hawes, 
St. Leonards, Doneaster, Bedford, Northumberland, Bellfield, Leicester, 
Bolton, Uffeulme, Kz ardisley, Oswestry, Stockport, Kirklington, Farnley, 
Leeds, King’s Langley, Hampste: id, Potter’s Bar, New Bridge R. S. O., 
S: ancreed, St. Ives, Lelant, and Marazion ; ; to lie upon the Table --- 1528 


Superannuation eae aed Bill—In favour: From Kensington ; to lie 
upon the Table : ae ee ne aa ae .-- 1528 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


University or GLascow—Copy presented of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Glasgow for the year ending 30th September, 1897 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 205.]_ ... -- 1528 


Army (Mirit1a)—Copy presented of Further Regulations relating to the 
Militia taainiapaaa for the vigeuse — [by beat to lie upon the 
Table.. <i er iti ..- 1528 


TrEATY Series (No. 7, 1898)—Copy presented of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and France respecting the Express Delivery of Parcels. 
Signed at _— 13th — 1898 5 [by seinen to lie — the 
Table ‘ .- 1529 
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Freets (GREAT Britain anp Foreign Countries)—Return presented 
relative thereto [ordered 3rd March; Sir Charles Dime; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 206] An — «os 1629 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill (Licence Duties and Local Grants)— 
Return ordered, “* showing, for each of the ten years ended the 31st day 
of March, 1898: (1) The amounts received by the Exchequer on 
account of the Licence Duties proposed to be transferred to County 
Councils under Clause 42 of the Local Government (Ireland) Bill ; (2) 
The amounts of the Grants heretofore made out of the Exchequer in aid 
of the Rates in Ireland proposed to be discontinued under Clause 42 of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Bill ; and (3) The amounts received on 
account of the Licence Duties transferred to County Councils in England 
and Wales under Section 20 of the Local Government Act, 1888.”— 
(Mr. Dillon) eee eos ove eee oe ove eee --» 1529 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) [REMUNERATION ]|—Committee to consider 
of authorising the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of remuneration te any Commissioner of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland, who may be appointed under any Act of the present Session 
for amending the Law relating to Local Government in Ireland (Queen’s 
Recommendation signified), To-morrow.—(Lord Arthur Hill) -- 1529 


Puntic IncomME AND EXpENbITURE—Return ordered, “of Net Public 
Income and Net Public Expenditure under certain specified heads, as 
represented by Receipts into and Issues out of the Exchequer from 
1869-70 to 1897-8, inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 263 of Session 1897).’ "—(Sir Henry Fowler) sie we -- 1529 


SeLEcTION (STanpING CommiTTEEs)—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member 
from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, ‘and Legal 
Procedure: Mr. Lees Knowles ; and had appointed in substitution : Mr. 
Ascroft. Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee, That they 
had added to the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, 
and Legal Procedure the following Fifteen Members, in respect of the 
Vaccination Bill: Mr. Attorney “General, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir 
Charles Cameron, Mr. Channing, Mr. Chaplin, Sir Charles Dalrymple, 
Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Hazell, Colonel Long, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Sir 
William Priestly, General Russell, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Steadman, J 
and Mr. J. W. Wilson. Reports to lie upon the Table ... eee .-- 1530 


Civit Service (CanpripaTEs)—Return ordered, “of the total number of 
candidates who attended the Civil Service Examinations for the year 
ending the 31st day of December, 1896, also the total number who were 
successful in the examinations, showing separately the number born in 
England or Wales, in Scotland, in Ireland, and elsewhere.”—(Mr. ; 
Provand) ... a x eae aa Seis Ste ae! .»- 1530 d 


QUESTIONS. 


TeLecrarn Cnarce ANOMALIES—Questions, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Can- 
terbury) and Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answers, The 
Finacial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) ... 1530 


Access to THE Housks oF PARLIAMENT—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works _ Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’ B) © ex eee = oat 1532 
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Masor-Generat CricnestER—Questions, Mr. Beach (Hants, Andover) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) pa aes cas sas eS = 


EayrtraAn INDEBTEDNESS TO THE British Excneqeer—Questions, Mr. 
J. E. Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe); Answers, The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) - 


WorksHor CLubs AND FRIENDLY SocreTirEs—Questions, Sir Charles 
Cayzer (Barrow-in-Furness) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


Arrarrs IN CretE—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. T. Bayley 
(Derbyshire, Chesterfield), Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), and Mr. Hedderwick 
(Wick Burghs); Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 
George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) [Mr. Speaker] ae = 


CanIRCIVEEN Fever Hosprrat—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ; ie ioe a 


Meat Supriies to Bririsn Troorps—Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Isle of Thanet), and Captain 
Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, The Financial Secretary to the War 
Office (Mr. Powell Williams, Birmingham, S.) [.Wr. Speaker | 


Prorection OF British SupsecTs IN THE PHILIPPINES—Question Mr. 
Charles MeArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) [for Mr. 
Curzon | ~ ae mop ae aie ae 0 sie ea 


Inpian Currency CommitteE—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : 


InpiAN Satt Tax—Questions, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


DistURBANCES aT BaLLinanincu—Questions, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, S.), 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. W. Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) ast sae was is 


CHARGE AGAINST Drum (MonaGuan) ConstaspuLARy—Question, Mr. 
Maealeese (Monaghan, N.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Post-OrricE Savings Bank Account—Question, Mr. Wingfield-Dighy 
(Dorset, N.) ; oe The Chancellor of the en (Sir M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.).. ° ws 


VACCINATION AC inp-tlaiitiil Mr. Brigg (Yorks, Keighley) abide The 
President of the Local Government Board sh H. —— Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) ie ue eee es 

CHINESE CoRrRRESPONDENCE—Question, Mr. dei W sel (Y “ iid 
Barnsley) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) [for Mr. Curzon] ... 

Convictions FOR ILLEGAL TRAWLING—Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and 


Cromarty) and Mr, Hedderwick (Wick Burghs); Auswers, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. Graham Murray, Buteshire) sve ows ove 
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Estate Duty—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ... 1544 


Wei-Hat-Wr1—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .... 1545 


Prime Mintster—Question, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .» 1546 


Army Reserve Bitt—Question, Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) ... ues ae nee ees =e me mee .-» 1546 


CoLONIAL SECRETARY'S BrRMINGHAM SPEECH ON ForeIGN PoLicy— 
Question, Mr. Ascroft (Oldham); Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... ; fe ae 


SPECULATION IN Foop Sturrs—Questions, Mr. Wingfield-Digby (Dorset, 
N.) and Mr, Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answers, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) and The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) — ... we we 1547 


FLocGinG A British Sotprer at Marirzpurc—Question, Colonel Lock- 
wood (Essex, Epping); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) one ne -- 1549 


CasE OF JOHN AND STEPHEN ARRIGAN—Questions, Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth) and Mr. MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. John Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
[Mr. Speaker] $6 : . 1549 


GLENGARRY Caps ror THE MILITIA—Questions, Colonel Lockwood (Essex, 
Epping) and Viscount Cranborne (Rochester) ; Answers, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 1550 


EarL OF RANFURLY AND THE ORANGEMEN OF New ZEALAND—Questions, 
Mr. MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) and Mr. Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) [Mr. Speaker] ... eee vee was aes a ... 1550 


AMENDED Inp1IAN Acts—Questions, Mr. J. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George 


Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 1552 
Harbour AccomMMopATION IN ARRAN IsLanp—Question, Mr. Sheehy 
(Galway, 5.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) —... ee a «. 1552 
ADULTERATED Fore1in Mitk—Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, North) ; 
Auswer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. H. 
Chaplin, Lincolushire, Sleaford)... eke aon bas poe sos, 1553 


SuGAR Bounties CONFERENCE — Question, Mr. Thornton (Clapham) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) [for Mr. Curzon] _... amt sie ae wv» 1553 

GAELIC IN HiGHLAND SCHOOLs—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... we L554 

Scotcn Epucation Rerort—Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 


Answers, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Graham Murray, Buteshire) and 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1554 
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‘TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION BETWEEN MouNTMELLICK AND CLONASLEE 


—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth N.); Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) se 
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LarngE WorkKHOUSE—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald oes 
Leeds, Central) “ ee oes ‘a ah . 


TurNER Room at THE NATIONAL GALLERY—Question, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works ap 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ; 


Dogs Regulation Bill—Question, Mr. Gibson ins ne pen 
Answer, The First Lord of the aaa wand A. J. Dhaest Man- 
chester, E.) ... : 


NEW BILL. 


Wild Birds Protection (Ireland) Bill—* ‘To amend the Wild Birds Protec- 
tion Acts as applying to Ireland”; ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. William Redmond, 
Sir Herbert Maxwell, and Sir Edward Grey ; Presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, 


and to be printed. [Bill 220.] 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. hows the 
Committee) . sas a ome - 5 . 


Amendment ist ti 


** Page 16, line 33, leave out ‘Subject to the provisions hereinafter con- 
tained with respect to excluded charges.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Discussion : — 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), The Chief Secretary to the 
1557, 1560 Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
(Mr.Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central)... «. 1559, 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 16, line 38, leave out ‘ taken,’ and insert ‘deemed.’”— (Mr. Serjeant 
Hemphiil,) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 17, line 19, after ‘ raised’ insert ‘or expended.’ '"—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, The Chancellor of the Ex- 
NV.), 1561, 1562, 1565, chequer (Sir M. Hicks 
1567, 1573 Beach, Bristol) 7 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, Me. Serjeant Hemphill 
1561, 1562, 1564, 1565, Mr. Clancy gaan Co.,N)... 
1566, 1567, 1572, 1573, Mr. Atkinson .. rae 
1574, 1576 Mr. Flynn.. és 1573, 
Mr. Maurice Healy, Mr. Lloyd- George eee: 
1565, 1566, 1567, 1575 von) 


Amendment withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 17, line 40, leave out sub-section 5.”"—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 
DiscUssION :— 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill Mr. John Dillon _... we 1577 


1576, 1577 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ... 1578 
[The Chairman] 1576, 1577 


Clause 35 as amended agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 

“ Page 18, line 35, leave out ‘ or of a board of guardians.’” 

‘** Page 18, line 37, leave out ‘ or board.’” 

‘Page 18, line 38, atend, insert— 

“*The money required to meet the expenses of a board of guardians 
shall be supplied by the county council, borough council, or urban district 
council in the proportions in which they may be liable for the same upon 
the prescribed demand of the board, and shall be paid out of the consoli- 
dated rate.’”—(Mr. Flynn.) 

Discussion :-— 
Mr. Flynn _ «+» 1578 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... one BGS 


Amendments withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 19, line 28, after ‘amount,’ insert— 

“ Provided that in a county borough the council may, if they thiuk fit, 
make one poor rate for the whole financial year, and collect the same in equal 
moieties, one moiety for each half-year.”—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 1579 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... eo. 1579 


Question put— 
‘**That the proposed words be added to the section.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 19, line 31, leave out from the second ‘and’ to ‘shall’ in line 32.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 1580 Mr. Maurice Healy ... .-- 1580 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 19, line 34, leave out from ‘ be’ to the end of line 37."—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 19, line 38, leave out from ‘that’ to the end of line 30.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 
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Discussion :— 


TABLE OF CONTENTS 


Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 20, line 5, leave out from ‘ period’ to ‘and’ in line7.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Mr. Maurice Healy Mr. Carson (Dublin Univer- 


1581, 1585, 1587, 1595 sity) ge 
Mr. Dillon ... 1582 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 
Mr. Vesey Knox... 1582, 1593 Mid) ° . 1590, 
Mr. Athinson 1583, 1587, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) : 

1588, 1593 Mr. T. M. Healy 1592, 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 1583 Mr. T. Gibson Bowles 5 (Lynn 
Mr. Gerald Balfourl585, 1595 Regis) : 


Amendment, 


Clause 


by leave, withdrawn. 
36, as amended, added to the Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 20, line 20, leave out all after ‘ hereditament,’ and insert— 
“*But the occupier of a hereditament shall be entitled to deduct from 
his rent an amount in the pound equal to one-half of the poor rate and county 
cess in the standard financial year.’”—(Mr. McKenna.) 


Discussion —_ 


Mr. McKenna (Mon- Mr. Mendl (Plymouth) 
mouth, N.) 1596, 1600, 1608 Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Sig Chairman] 1600, 1604 Mr. E. Robertson (Dundee)... 
Mr. T. M. Healy 1600 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 

Mr. hua st (Lei- Mr. S. T. Evans (Glamorgan, 
cester).. 1601 Mid) , 

Mr. Lambert (Devon, S. Mr. Logan (Leicester, Har- 

Molton) 1602 borough) . 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 78; Noes 251. (Division List No. 
103) RE Paice 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 20, line 25, after ‘ rate,’ insert — 
“‘ Except so much thereof as is raised as a separate item in respect of the 
excluded charges hereinafter mentioned.”—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 


Discussion :-— 
[ The Chairman] 1615 Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 1615 


Question put. 
Amendment negatived without a Division. 
Amendment proposed— 

** Page 20, line 28, at end, add— 


“ Provided that this section shall not apply to any city, borough, or town 
as defined in this Act.”—(M*. Dillon.) 
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Discussion :— 

Mr. Dillon 1618, 1622, Mr. Gerald Balfour... ... 1622 
1623, 1625 Mr. Flynn... — --- 1623 

Sir Charles Dilke (Glou- Mr. James Caldwell (Lanark, 
cestershire, Forest of Mid) ... eee 0 1624 

Dean) ... ---1619, 1623 The First Lord of the 

Mr. T. M. Healy 1620, Treasury (Mr. A. J. Bal- 
1622, 1624 four, Manchester, E.)  ... 1625 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“To omit the whole of Clause 37.”"—(Mr. Lloyd-George. ) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Lloyd-George 1626, 1632 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1636, 


[The Chairman] 1632, 1637 1637, 1638 
Mr. Strachey (Somerset, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 
S. - 1633, 1634, 1635 1637, 1638 
Mr. Banbury (Camber- Mr. Colville (Lanark, N.E.) 1639 
well, Peckham) w» 1634 Mr. M’ Laren (Leicester, Bos- 
Mr. Johnstone (Sussex, worth) bes ve .-» 1639 
Horsham)... 1634, 1635 Mr. Logan (Leicester, Market 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) Harborough) - 1641, 1643 


1635, 1636, 1637 Mr. Johnston (Belfast, S.) ... 1643 
Mr. Davitt me --» 1636 Mr. Birrell (Fife, W.) .. 1645 
Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, N.) 1646 
Motion made, and Question put— 
‘** That the Question be now put,”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 182; Noes 68. (Division List No. 


Sk: cet. Cee 1648 
Question put— 

‘* That Clause 37 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 200; Noes 57. (Division List No. 

105) wee nag ae aa eee i = san .» 1650 


Clause added to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 20, line 29, leave out from the second ‘ the’ to ‘on,’ in line 30, and 
insert ‘ fair rent for a holding shall be fixed under the Land Law (Ireland) 
Acts.’”"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 20, line 37, at end, add ‘and that any work giving increased value 
to the holding which has been made out of the poor rate or out of any loan 
on the security of the poor rate, after the passing of this Act, is an improve- 
ment made by the tenant.”—(Mr. Knoz.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Knox ae --- 1653 Mr. Lloyd-George ... --» 1654 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1654 Mr. Dillon... sid ... 1654 


Question put— 
‘* That those words be there added.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 89; Noes 175. (Division List No. 
106) nee ee as ees See ee . 1654 
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Committee report Stieiie ; to sit again this day. 


House adjourned at 12.160. 
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DIscUSssION CONTINUED :— 
Mr. Lloyd-George - 1657 
Clause 38, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
au 20, line 38, leave out * an urban district council, and insert ‘the 
council of any borough or town.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour. )’ 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Dillon ies --- 1658 Mr. Maurice Healy ... . 1659 
Mr.Gerald Balfour 1659, 1660 Mr. Flynn... .»» 1659 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill - 1659 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 20, to omit subsection (a).”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
DiscussIoN :— 
Mr. Dillon... 1660, 1661 Mr. Flynn . -- 1661 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1661 Mr. Maurice Healy . --» 1661 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
** Page 21, line 3, leave out the second ‘ or * and insert ‘where an urban 
district council independently of this Act.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfvur ) 
Agreed to. 
Clause 39, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 21, line 23, leave out sub-section (a).”—(Mr. Clancy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Clancy 1662, 1669, 1670 Mr. Dillon... ™ 1667, 1668 
Mr. Gerald Balfour The Chairman .-- 1668 
1664, 1669, 1670 Mr. Vesey Knox ... 1669 
Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) ... 1665 Mr. Atkinson ... .. 1669 
Mr. T. M. Healy +» 1665 
Amendment put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 21, line 25, leave out sub-section (b).”—(Mr. Flynn.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Flynn... 1670, 1671 Colonel Saunderson siaiaeate 
N.) .. .. 1671 
Mr. Gerald Balfour .. . 1672 
Question put— 
“That sub-section (b) stand part of the clause.” 
The Committee divided ers 159; Noes 69. (Division List No. 
107) saa ane ele .-- 1673 
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IN 


THE REIGN OF 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(Authorised Edition) 


THE 


FOURTH SESSION or tHe TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT oF 
tHE Unitrep Kinapom or GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND 


APPOINTED TO MEET THE 8TH FEBRUARY, 1898, IN THE 61sT YEAR OF 


HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 








FIFTH VOLUME 





OF SESSION 1898. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 2nd May 1898. 


at the commencement of a * 





Tus LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


An Astcris 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


FORRES WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Petition for additional provision; of 
the Forres Water Company Limited, and 





VOL. LVII. [Fourrn Sertgs. } 


the Provost, Magistrates, and Town 
Council of Forres; together with pro- 
posed clauses and Amendments an- 
nexed thereto; Read, and referred to 
the Examiners. 


ANDOVERSFORD AND STRATFORD- 
UPON-AVON RAILWAY BILL. 
Read second time, and committed ; 
Committee to be proposed by Committer 
of Selection. 


ILKESTON CORPORATION BILL. 
Read second time, and committed. 


CLERGY MUTUAL ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read third time ; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 
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3 Gas and Water Works 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL, 


Read third time ; Amendments made ; 
Passed, and returned to Commons. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. 


[H.L.] 
Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


AGRICULTURAL COMPANY OF 
MAURITIUS BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from Commons agreed to. 


GUY’S HOSPITAL BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from Commons agreed to. 


PATRIOTIC ASSURANCE COMPANY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from Commons agreed to. 


TYNE IMPROVEMENT BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from Commons agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—_—_— 


EGYPT, No. 1 (1898). 


Report on tne finances, administration, 
and condition of Egypt, and the progress 
of reforms: 

Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





{LORDS} 





Facilities Act, 1870, 4 
TRADE REPORTS (1898). 


Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 

No. 2,066. Austria-Hungary (Trieste) ; 

No. 2,067. Russia (Batoum) : 

Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BREHON LAW COMMISSIONERS. 


Report of the Commissioners for the 
Publication of the Ancient Laws and In- 
stitutes of Ireland, dated April, 1898: 

Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

1. (Lizard Light Railway Order, 1898) 
—Order made by the Light Railway Com- 
missioners, and modified and confirmed 
by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of a light railway from the 
Helston Railway to the Lizard Village, in 
the county of Cornwall : 

2. (Crowland and District Light Rail- 
ways Order, 1898)—Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of light rail- 
ways between Peakirk, in the county of 
Northampton, and Postland, in the 
county of Lincoln: 

Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 


Royal Warrant appzoving of altera- 
tions in Statutes : 

Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Report by the Board of Trade as to 
dispensing with the consents of the St. 
Neot’s Rural District Council and the 
Huntingdon County Council to the grant 
of the St. Neot’s Water Provisional 
Order : 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 

















PETITION. 


VIVISECTION. 


For suppression of the practice 
of ; of the South London Anti-Vivisection 
Society ; Read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
[H-L.} 


To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Gas and Waterworks Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Broughton-in-Furness Water, 
Hayling Water, Portsmouth Water, Ross 
Water, St. Neot’s Water, and Wrexham 
Water: Presented by the PARLIAMENTARY 
Secrerary to the Boarp of Trapg (The 
Earl of Duptey) ; Read first time; to be 
printed; Referred to Examiners. [Bill 
No. 47.] 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL, [H.L.] 

To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Gas and Waterworks Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Cannock Gas, Colwall Gas, 
Crossgates, Halton, and Seacroft Gas, and 
Slough Gas: Presented ly the Paruta- 
MENTARY SECRETARY tu the Boarp cf 
Trape (The Earl of Duptgy); Read first 
time; to be printed; Referred to Ex- 
aminers. [Bill No. 48.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. [H.L.] 

To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Black- 
pool, St. Anne’s, and Bytham Tramways, 
Great Crosby Tramways, Liverpool Cor- 
poration Tramways (Extensions), and 
Waterloo-with-Seaforth Tramways: Pre 
sented by the ParLiAMEeNnTARY SECRETARY 
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to the Boarp of Trape (The Earl cf 
Dupuzy) ; Read first time ; to be printed ; 
Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 49.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. [H.L.] 

To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Tramways Act, 1870, relating to East 
Ham Urban District Tramways, Eccles- 
hill Urban District Tramways, Hudders- 
field Corporation Tramways, and Lin- 
thwaite Tramway: Presented by the Par- 
LIAMENTARY SECRETARY to the Boarp of 
Trave (The Earl of Dup.ey) ; Read first 
time; to be printed; Referred to Ex- 
aminers. [Bill No. 50.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. [H.L.] 

To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Carlisle 
Tramways, Hartlepool Tramways, and 
City of Oxford and Districc Tramways: 
Presented by the PartiaMENTARY SECRE- 
tary to the Boarp of Trape (The Earl 
of Dupuigy); Read first time; to be 
printed; Referred to Examiners. [Bill 
No. 51.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. [H.L.] 

To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Aldershot, Bridgwater, Chisle- 
hurst, Gravesend, and Hastings: Pre- 
sented by the PaRLIAMENTARY SECRETARY 
to the Boarp of Trape (The Earl of 
Duper) ; Read first time ; to be printed ; 
Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 52.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. [H.L.] 


To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Colne, East Stonehouse, Mar- 
gam Rochdale, St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea, and 
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Weymouth and Melcombe Regis: Pre 
sented by the PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY 
to the Boarp of Trape (The Earl of 
Dupuey) ; Read first time ; to be printed ; 
Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 53.] 


Crystal Palace 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, [H.L.] 


To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Middlesbrough, Nuneaton, St. 
Albans, Whiston, and Willesden: Pre- 
sented by the PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY 
to the Boarp of Trape (The Earl of 
Duper) ; Read first time ; to be printed ; 
Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 54.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. [H.L.] 

To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Birkdale, Burslem, Chorley, 
Crewe, Maidenhead, and Stoke-upon- 
Trent: Presented by the PARLIAMENTARY 
Secretary to the Boarp of Trape (The 
Earl of Dupiey) ; Read first time; to be 
printed; Referred to Examiners. [Biil 
No. 55.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. [H.L.] 


To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Montrose and Perth: Pre- 
sented by the PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY 
to the Boarp of Trape (The Earl <f 
Duper) ; Read first time ; to be printed ; 
Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 56.] 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL. [H.L.] 


To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Education Department under the 
Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 
1893, to enable the School Board for 
London to put in force the Lands Clauses 


{COMMONS} 








Company Bill. 8 


Acts: Presented by the Lorp Presipeyr 
ef the Councm (The Duke of Drvoy- 
SHIRE) ; Read first time ; to be printed; 
Referred to Examiners. [Bill No. 57.] 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(BARNES, ETC.) BILL. [H.L.] 

To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Education Department under the 
Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 
1893, to enable the School Board for 
Barnes, Brighton and Preston United 
District, Cellan Heston, Llanelly, and 
Low Leyton to put in force the Lands 
Clauses Acts: Presented by the Lorp 
Presivent of the Councit (The Duke cf 
DevonsuirE); Read first time; to be 
printed; Referred to Examiners. [Bill 

No. 58.] 


NEW BILL. 


LAND CHARGES BILL. [H.L.] 


To amend the law relating to charges 
on land, and to matters connected there- 
with: Presented by the Lorp Cnay- 
CELLOR (The Earl of Hausspury); Read 
first time; and to be printed. [Bill 
No. 5$.] 


House adjourned at 4.35. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 2nd May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_—_— 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read @ 
second time. 




















8A Petitions. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time To-morrow. 


ABERYSTWYTH GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read third time and passed, with 
Amendments. 


YORK UNITED GAS BILL. 
Read third time and passed. 


CHIPSTEAD VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
[H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


FOLKESTONE GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


STAINES RESERVOIRS JOINT 
COMMITTEE BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


SWANSEA GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 


third time. 


BAKEWELL GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read second time, and committed. 


HOLMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] 
Read second time, and committed. 
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LIVERPOOL AND LONDON AND GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY BILL, [H.L.] 


Read second time, and committed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, AND BRYNA- 
MAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


STIRLING GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read second time, and committed. 


WEY VALLEY WATER BILL, 


Read second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


—_—_— 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 


For addition Provision; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


From Hamilton, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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Petitions. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 


8c 


For weekly payment; From Wood- 
stock, Edmonton, and _ Stratford-on- 
Avon ; to lie upon the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


From Alexandria, against ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation; From 
Bridge of Allan, Acock’s Green, Birming- 
ham, and Leigh; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


In favour; From Moulin, Slateford, 
Duntocher, Dundee, Glasgow, and Ceres ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


From Govan ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS 
BILL. 


From Wandsworth, for alteration; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


From West Derby, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


In favour: From Atherton, Netherton, 
and Hamilton ; to lie upon the Table. 


{ COMMONS} 





Petitions. 8p 


OUTDOOR PROVIDENT RELIEF BILL. 


From Hamilton, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE 
(WOMEN) BILL. 


From Inverurie, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POOR LAW SETTLEMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


From Stirling, for alteration; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW SETTLEMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


From Hamilton, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Elgin, Dundee, and 
Edinburgh (2); to lie upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


From Huddersfield, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 


In favour: From Edinburgh, Gairie, 
Darvel, Stonehaven, Blairgowrie (2), 
Alyth, London, Bolton-le-Moors, King- 
ston-upon-Hull (2), Broughty Ferry, 
Newburgh, Tayport, Ceres, Dundee (3), 











SE Returns. 


Mount Moriah and Evangel Lodges of 
the Independent Order of Good Templars, 
and Perth (2); to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Brighton, Guis- 
borough, Donaghadee, Kent, Leeds, 
Acock’s Green, and Ballymena; to lie 
upon the Table. 


INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Chatham, Sheffield 
(3), High Green, Shipley, Binstead, Bel- 
fast, Harborne, Tramore, Burslem (5), 
London, Ripley, Lockwood, Leigh, Down, 
Lowton Common, Glencolumbkille, 
Christchurch (4), Spaldwick, Felixstowe, 
Cretingham, East Innishowen, Stockton- 
on-Tees (2), Thornaby-on-Tees, Norton, 
Hackney (2), Buckfastleigh, Exeter (2), 
West Southwark, Bermondsey (2), Sand- 
wich (2), Northampton, Nottingham, 
Bondgate, Margate, Witton Park (4), 
Bishop Auckland (14), King’s Lynn, Hull 
(2), Newsham, Salford, Parkstone, Bing- 
ley (2), Portmahon, Fidelity Tent of the 
Independent Order of Rechabites, Glas- 
gow, Wakefield, West Ham, and Bristol ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF LIQUORS 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL. 


From Hamilton, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


STREET NOISES BILL. 


From Wandsworth, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (DISsURSEMENTS OF 
HOME TREASURY). 


Return [presented 29th April] to be 
printed. [No. 185.] 


{2 May, 1898} 



































Returns. 8¥F 
EGYPT (No. 1, 1898). 


Copy presented, of Report on the 
Finances, Administration, and Condition 
of Egypt, and the Progress of Reforms 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,066 and 2,067 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
a Light Railway from the Helston Rail- 
way to the Lizard Village in the County 
of Cornwall (Lizard Light Railway Order, 
1898) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways between Peakirk in the 
County of Northampton and Postland 
in the County of Lincoln (Crowland and 
District Light Railways Order, 1898) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 


Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consents of the St. Neot’s Rural District 
Council and the Huntingdon County 
Council to the Grant of the St. Neot’s 
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Water Provisional Order [by Act]; to; HIGHLANDS AND ISLANDS OF SCut- 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. LAND (PUBLIC WORKS EXPENDITURE), 


[No. 186.] Return ordered— 


“Of the expenditure up to the 31st day of 
March, 1898, from the Western Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland (Public Works, etc.) Vote 
m — oa upon (a) Pier and Harbour Major Works, and 
SCHOOL BOARDS (URBAN AND OTHER |) Minor Works, under the Western Highlands 

DISTRICTS). and Islands (Scotland) Works Act, 1891, show- 
: ing the nature of the Works, the estimated 

Return presented, relative thereto | cont, the Government grant, the balance to 
{ordered 5th May, 1897; Mr. Chan-| be provided wrng o es account 

. : : z ; ,| thereof, also the balances payable, etc. (in 
ning | ; to lie — the Table, and to be | continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 328, 
printed. [No. 187.] | of Session 1896).”—(Mr. Weir.) 





REGISTRATION OF TITLES (IRELAND). 
UGANDA RAILWAY ACT, 1896. Return ordered— 


Account presented, to 3lst March,|} “Showing the operation of the Local Regis- 
Report of the | tration of ‘Titles (Ireland) Act, 16¥1, and the 
Rent, Sagether wah hoes P 1 th 4 Receipts and Expenditure of the Registration 
Comptroller and Auditor General there-| o¢ ‘Titles Offices, constituted under the sail 
on [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and | Act for each of the two years ending the 3lst 
‘> te Ti Se t d No. 188.1 day of March, 1898 (in continuation of Parlia- 
me poner. [} * *J mentary Paper, No. 221, of Session 1896).”— 
(Mr. J. J. Clancy.) 





RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION ACT 

(SCOTLAND). | 

Copy presented, of Report to the | 

| 

Secretary for Scotland, under the Act, 

by Her Majesty’s Inspector for Scotland 

[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. For the County of Nottingham 

(Newark Division), in the room of the 

Honourable Harold Heneage  Finch- 

Hatton (Manor of Northstead).—/Sir 
ANCIENT LAWS AND INSTITUTES OF | William Walrond.) 

IRELAND (COMMISSION FOR PUBLI- 

CATION) (BREHON LAW). 


NEW WRIT. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mission for the Publication of the Ancient 
Laws and Institutes of Ireland, dated 

; U. WS. 
April, 1898 [by Command]; to lie upon — 
the Table. ae 


POSTAL ORDERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 

Ccpy presented, of Royal Warrant} master General, whether, considering 
approving of alterations in the Statutes| that more than 60,000,000 of postal 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. | orders are annually issued of a total 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 
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value exceeding £23,000,000 sterling, and 
that postal orders are generally, and in 
the case of small orders almost invariably, 
left blank, and that blank orders con- 
stitute a serious temptation tc needv 
employees, he will inquire into the offer 
of a well-known firm to supply the depart- 
ment with forms of orders rising by 6d. 
at a time from 1s. to £1 1s., and pro 
vided with a detachable counterfoil 
(marked with the date, number, and 
amount, and office of issue), for less than 
half the sum now paid for the present 
orders; and whether he is aware that 
by the Mandat-Carte system (under which 
the sender purchases a kind of postcard 
marked with the sum to be remitted, such 
sum being delivered, together with the 
postcard, to the payee by the postman) 
all chance of fraud, theft, and mistake is 
obviated, and that this system has proved 
a great success in Germany, Switzerland, 
and other countries? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to roe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): By 28 and 29 Vict., cap. 98, it is 
made a felony to use or imitate the 
Bank of England paper, on which postal 
orders are printed. Naturally, no other 
firm can use it except the Bank of 
England. The Postmaster General sees 
no reason to abandon the protection 
which the use of this paper affords, and 
the special safeguards which are main- 
tained over the manufacture and printing. 
It is not proposed, therefore, to make 
any inquiry in the direction suggested. 
The Postmaster General is not aware 
that by the Mandat-Carte system all 
chance of fraud, theft, and mistake is 
obviated in Germany and Switzerland. 
But he is aware that the conditions and 
regulations imposed with regard to the 
payment of money orders in those coun- 
tries are such as he could not impose in 
this country. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman give it a 
trial? | 

Mr. HANBURY: No; the conditions 
make that impossible. 


SCOTCH AND IRISH PRISON RULES. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
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he has collated the draft prison rules 
with the rules in force in Scottish and 
Irish prisons respectively ; whether the 
particulars in which the draft rules differ 
from the other rules have been advisedly 
made, and whether they are based upon 
differences in the circumstances of this 
country ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wars 
Rivigy, Lancashire, Blackpool) : No, Sir ; 
I have not made any such detailed com- 
parison as is mentioned in the Question. 
If by the words “other rules” in the 
second paragraph the honourable Mem- 
ber means the existing English rules, the 
answer is in the affirmative. 


LORD WILLIAM NEVILL’S 
MENT. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether Lord William Nevill was 
allowed one additional hour’s exercise per 
diem during his stay at Wormwood 
Scrubbs Prison, and whether he has 
escaped further solitary confinement by 
his removal to Parkhurst Prison ; and will 
he state how many of the prisoners sen- 
tenced at the same Sessions of the Cen- 
tral Criminal Court, along with Lord 
William Nevill, have received similar 
indulgences? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: This prisoner 
was, on ten days, while at Wormwood 
Scrubbs, allowed an additional hour’s 
exercise on the recommendation of the 
medical officer. His removal to Park- 
hurst was also on the recommendation of 
the medical officer, and he is at present 
in the hospital there. If, however, he is 
discharged from hospital, he will undergo 
his separate confinement. I cannot give 
the information asked for in the second 
paragraph of the Question, but the course 
taken in this case is not at all an un- 
common one. 


IMPRISON- 


FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN SCOTTISH 
WATERS. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he will 















11 Admiralty Contracts 


{COMMONS} 


for Sailors’ Bedding. 12 


state in how many instances during the| who are authorised to attest the declara- 
year 1897 foreign trawlers have been | tions of pensioners paid out of voted 
prosecuted for trawling within the three | moneys. 


mile limit in Scottish waters; and in 
how many instances convictions have been 
obtained? 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granau 


Murray, Buteshire): I am informed by |, 


the Fishery Board that no foreign trawler 
was prosecuted for fishing in the terri- 
torial waters in 1897. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 


Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called to 
the list of pensioners on the Consolidated 
Fund, according to the Finance Accounts 
printed in June last ; whether he is aware 
that 13 persons are stated to be receiving 
pensions, amounting in the aggregate to 
£1,350, because these pensions were 
formerly on the Civil List of King George 
IV.; whether there are also six 
persons, whose aggregate annuities 
amount to £690, who were formerly on 
the Civil List of King William IV.; 
and can he state what evidence is re 
quired that these persons are living 
before their annuities are paid? 


Mr. HANBURY: My attention has 
been called to these pensions, by no means 
for the first time, by the Question of the 
honourable Member. There are, 
appeais, no longer pensions payable 
which began to be paid in the reign of 
King George III., but there were still 12 
pensioners in the Finance Accounts of 
last year (two being sisters) whose pen- 
sions date from the time of George IV. 
Of these three have recently died. There 
are ten (not six) persons whose pensions 
date from the Civil List of William IV. 
Of these four are a brother and three 
sisters, and four others are two pairs of 
sisters. With one exception, these 22 
persons are women. There appears to be 
no legal necessity for a declaration or 
attestation in the case of pensions 
directly charged upon the Consolidated 
Fund, and payable under Statute. But 


| 


| 


| 
| 








the Pay Office requires in the case of the | 


pensions named in the Question a life cer- 


| sible. 


| ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS FOR SAILORS’ 


BEDDING. 


CotoneL Sir HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he is 
aware that the specifications for hair for 
sailors’ bedding require it to be cleaned 
unadulterated horse mane and tail, and 
not mixed with pig or another sort of 
hair bristle, and that this material has 
always been obtained in sufficient quan- 
tity for the Navy of this country; and 
why, under such circumstances, and hav- 
ing regard to the comparatively small 
amount required in the current year, 
the order has been taken away from 
British firms and placed with an Ameri- 
can house much identified with pig 
bristle, and not hitherto making the 
substance required by the specification? 


Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty if the hair bedding for the 
Fleet has been ordered this year abroad ; 
and, if so, why the contract was not 
placed, as usual, in Great Britain? 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macarryey, Antrim, S.): 
Very considerable difficulty was expe- 


| rienced last year in obtaining a sufficient 
of 
1t 


supply of curled hair, and it was neces- 
sary to invite tenders on four separate 
occasions before the full quantity could 
be placed with British firms. Great in- 
convenience was caused owing to the late 
period of the year at which supplies were 
eventually obtained. This year tenders 
were accepted from three British and one 
American firm. One British firm was 
accepted for the whole quantity offered 
by it, another for the whole quantity 
offered for early delivery, and the third 
for two-thirds of the quantity offered. 
The American firm was accepted for a 
larger proportion, as it promised early 
delivery, both of the first half and the 
remainder of the supply, and the require- 
ments of the Service necessitated large 
quantities being obtained as soon as pos- 
Hair not in accordance with the 


tificate attested by any one of the persons | contract will be rejected. I shall only be 


Mr. Weir. 
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too glad if the tenders of British firms 
on the next occasion are of such a charac- 
ter as to admit of the whole of the orders 
being placed with them. 


PENSIONS TO IRISH GRAND JURY 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chicf Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
give a Return showing in how many 
instances the several grand juries of Ire 
land have granted pensions to either 
their Secretaries, Treasurers, or Barony 
Constables during the last 20 years; and, 
if any, giving the names of the officers so 
pensioned, and the amount of the pension? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY 10 tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
Geratp W. Batrovur, Leeds, Centrai) : 
There are no. official records in 
the possession of the Irish Government 
containing the information desired in 
the Question. Barony Constables are not 
entitled to superannuation, and the cases 
in which Secretaries and Treasurers to 
grand juries have been awarded retiring 
allowances would probably be found to be 


few. These officers have often continued 
to discharge their duties by deputy 
instead of claiming superannuation 


allowances. I hardly think it would serve 
any useful purpose to grant the proposed 
Returns. 


RULES UNDER THE PATENTS ACTS. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade what was the authority under 
which general rules made under the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts, 
1883 to 1888, dated 11th June, 1889, and 
repealed 3lst March, 1890, were amended 
by general rules dated 18th November, 
1891; have the Board of Trade any 
statutory or other authority for reviving 
rules after they have once been repealed 
by simply referring to them in subse- 
quent rules laid before Parliament, and 
without quoting them in eztenso ; and, if 
so, if he would state the nature of the 
authority ; and. will he state the amount 
of fees paid by duly registered patent 
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agents between 3lst March, 1890, and 
18th November, 1891; to whom was the 
money paid, under what authority was 
it received, and what has become of the 
money ? 


Taz PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Ritcnm, Croydon): 
The two first paragraphs of the Question 
are framed under a misapprelfénsion of 
the facty. As I stated on the 3rd of 
March, the rules of 1889, which are 
general rules, have never been repealed. 
The reference to the rules of 1891 was 
made in reply to the second paragraph 
of the Question which was then addressed 
tome. With regard to fees, the Registrar 
informs me that the amount paid by duly 
registered patent agents between the 
dates named, is £756; that the money 
was paid to him under authority con- 
ferred upon him by the rules; and that 
a sum exceeding that amount has been 
expended in performing the duties im- 
posed upon the Institute by the rules. 


at Larne. 


BURIAL ACCOMMODATION AT LARNE. 

Mr. McCARTAN (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to a special meeting of the 
Larne (county Antrim) Town Commis- 
sioners held on Thursday, 21st April, to 
consider, among other things, the pro- 
viding of further burial ground accom- 
modation for the inhabitants of Larne ; 
whether he is aware of the want of suffi- 
cient burying ground in the district, and 
can he state the cause; and whether 
the Local Government Board will com- 
municate with the Local Sanitary Autho- 
rity with the view of having, in the 
interest of public health, proper and 
sufficient burial ground provided for the 
district ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has been drawn to a report of the 
meeting referred to in the first paragraph. 
The need for increased burial accommoda- 
tion is stated to be due to the fact that 
the entire burial accommodation set apart 
for the Roman Catholic portion of the 
community has been taken up. The 


matter has been referred to the Larne 
Burial Ground Committee for further 
consideration. 
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BELFAST MARKET GARDENS AND 
THE AGRICULTURAL GRANT. 


Mr. McCARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the resolutions unanimously 
passed at a meeting held in Belfast on 
25th April, urging the Government to 
extend in the Local Government (Ire- 
land) Bill the benefit of the agricultural 
grant in respect of market gardens and 
nursery grounds inside the boundary of 
any town or borough which is a separate 
urban. or sanitary district ; whether he is 
aware that, as at present framed, the Bill 
would exclude from the benefit of the grant 
about three-fourths of the market gardens 
and nurseries in Ireland; and. whether, 
considering that in England such market 
gardens and nursery grounds are included 
in the benefit of the agricultural grant, he 
will inquire into the desirability of 
including them in Ireland also? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has been directed to the resolutions 
referred to in the Question. I have no 
material to enable me to judge whether 
the estimate in the second paragraph is 
correct. The definition of agricultural 
land contained in the Bill was adopted 
after very careful consideration, and I 
cannot hold out any hope that the 
Government will accede to the sugges- 
tion in the third paragraph. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
judicial tenants in towns be excluded? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


BLACKHEAD LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mr. McCARTAN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, with 
reference to the necessity for the erection 
of a lighthouse at Blackhead, county 
Antrim, whether he will state the nature 
of the promise or undertaking given by 
the Permanent Secretary of the Board of 
Trade to the deputation from Belfast 
which recently waited upon him ; whether 
he is aware that Belfast Harbour Com- 
missioners have no power to erect a light- 
house there, as Blackhead is outside their 
jurisdiction ; and whether, considering 
that Belfast Lough is so frequently used 
by master mariners as a place of refuge, 
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he will consider the desirability of causing 
the lighthouse works to be commenced 
without delay, in order that it may be 
used as a danger warning for the coming 
winter ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
TRADE: I am informed that the under- 
taking referred to was to communicate 
unofficially with the Irish Lights Com- 
missioners on the subject of the desired 
lighthouse at Blackhead. I have since 
received a communication from the Com- 
missioners stating that they had applied 
for sanction for the erection of a lighthouse 
there. This application will come before 
me in due course, and I will see that no 
delay takes place in dealing with it. I 
am aware that Blackhead is outside the 
jurisdiction of the Belfast Harbour Com- 
missioners. 


SITTINGS OF THE BELFAST LAND 
COMMISSION. 

Mr. McCARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, with reference to the last 
sitting of the Chief Land Commission at 
Belfast, whether he can state the number 
of fair rent appeals disposed of during 
the sitting, and in how many cases were 
the judicial rents reduced, confirmed, 
and increased respectively ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: On Thurs. 
day last I replied to a Question in similar 
terms addressed to me by the honourable 
Member. 


TRANSVAAT. OFFICIALS AND THE 
SECOCOENT. 

Mr. ALFRED PEASE (Yorks, Cleve- 
land) :I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he has received 
any confirmation from Her Majesty’s 
Representative at Pretoria of the charges 
made by Mr. John Procter in his book, 
“Boers and Little Englanders,” against 
Commandant Cronje, Superintendent of 
Natives; Abel Erasmus, Native Com- 
missioner; and David Schoeman, Field 
Cornet, who are alleged to have con- 
demned, without pretence of trial and in 
violation of Article 19 of the Con- 
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vention of 1884, Toemeretsjani, Chief- 
tainess of the Secocoeni tribe, to pay 
£147 10s., and inflicted on 13 of her 
Indunas 25 lashes each; whether he is 
aware that on appeal to the High Court 
at Pretoria, Cronje, Erasmus, and Schoe- 
man were strongly censured by Justice 
Jorissen, but before the case was ended 
the State Attorney interfered on the 
part of the Government ; that the Govern- 
ment agreed to refund to the Chieftainess 
£147 10s., with interest at six per cent. 
per annum and pay her costs, and that 
Cronje, Erasmus, and Schoeman were 
to pay the 13 Indunas £25 each as com- 
pensation, but that the money has not 
been paid to the Indunas, and that they 
not only still retain their official posi- 
tions, but have been appointed by the 
Transvaal Executive to be a Commission 
to investigate matters in the district 
where the Chieftainess and her Indunas 
reside; and whether he will make 
inquiries, or take steps to secure redress 
and protection for the natives who have 
been maltreated? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): (1) The facts are as 
stated in the first part of the Question, 
according to the information which I 
have received; but I do not consider 
that the action of the officials, though 
harsh and_ illegal, violation of 
Article 19 of the Convention. The 
natives were not prevented from appeal- 
ing to the High Court. (2) I understand 
that the statements in the second part 
of the Question are substantially correct, 
excepting that, according to the latest 
report received by me, the compensation 
to the Indunas with costs had been paid, 
and the compensation to the Chieftainess 
and costs were in course of being paid in 
January last, and that I have no con- 
firmation of the statement that Messrs. 
Cronje, Erasmus, and Schoeman have 
been appointed to investigate matters in 
the district referred to. (3) In reply to 


was a 


the third part of the Question, I have to 
say that Her Majesty’s Agent has been 
instructed to watch any further develop- 
ments of the trial and settlement, and 
especially any attempt to prevent natives 
aving access to the courts. 
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BENTLEY NATIONAL SCHOOL. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion, whether, under the rules of the 
National School at Bentley, near Farn- 
ham, Hampshire, the girls were required 
to sweep out the schoolroom for a week 
together in turn, and that it was also a 
rule of the school that, if they wished 
to avoid this duty, they have to pay 
twopence each in order to be exempted 
therefrom ; whether such rules are still 
in force, and, if not, when they were 
withdrawn ; and whether this is the only 
public elementary school available for the 
children of Bentley? 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Committee of Council have no infor- 
mation as to the first two paragraphs. 
The answer to the third paragraph is in 
the affirmative. 


THE ANNALY ESTATE, COUNTY 
LONGFORD. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg te ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland. whether he can state who is 
the receiver of the Annaly Estate, county 
Longford, and has the Court of Chancery 
had reports from him on the manage- 
ment of the Carrick-boy bog on this pro- 
perty ; is the court aware that the bailiff 
has recently deprived three tenants 
named Peter Kenny, John Mason, and 
Peter Keenan of their spread-bank, 
which prevents them getting turf in this 
bog ; whether any affidavit has been filed 
in court on behalf of the bailiff, and has 
his proceeding been sanctioned by an 
order of the court ; whether, when Mason 
produced a notice received from the 
bailiff before the sub-commission, the 
sub-commissioners declared it to be an 
illegal document ; and will steps be taken 
by the Court of Chancery to compel the 
bailiff to restore to those tenants their 
turbary rights? 


Tut ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxryson, Londonderry, 
N.): The Question of the honourable 
Member appears to be founded on a 
misconception. The Crown has no right 
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to interfere in litigations of the character 
mentioned in the Question conducted by 
private parties, and relating to their 
own private affairs. Nor have I, as Law 
Officer of the Irish Government, any right 
to express an opinion of the kind asked 
for on the action of the court or of the 
parties litigant in the matter. 


FREE CARRIAGE OF SPRAYING 
MACHINES BY IRISH RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he is aware that the 
Midland Great Western Railway of Ire- 
land has offered to carry pOtato spraying 
powder and Strawson’s machines free of 
charge, at the owner’s risk, between 
stations on that line ; and whether he can 
say if any other Irish railway company 
has made the same generous offer! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD OF 
TRADE: Yes, Sir ; and I learn with much 
satisfaction that the Great Southern and 
Western, the Waterford, Limerick and 
Western, the Waterford and Central 
Ireland, and the Great Northern of Ire- 
land are doing the same thing. 


ANNULME>T OF ORDERS IN COUNCIL 
UNDER THE IRISH LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BILL. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
if he is able to state whether the Lord 
Lieutenant can annul an Order in Coun- 
cil under Part VI. of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Bill 1898, previously 
duly made as provided in Clause 65, 
sub-section (1), of the Bill, by any means 
other than by laying before both Houses 
of Parliament another Order in Council, 
as provided in Clause 65, sub-section 
(2); and, if by any other means, by 
what means? 

Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir; an Order 
in Council, when confirmed by Parlia- 
ment, becomes a statute, and can only 
be repealed by another statute. 
The Attorney General for Ireland 
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POSTAL ACCOMMODATION IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether, in con. 
sidering the question of a new post office, 
or an improved postal service in any dis- 
trict, we Departmert will take into 
consideration as a basis not only the- 
correspondence dispatched to and from 
such a district, but also the distance the 
inhabitants have to walk in order + 
post a letter or receive one, especially 
in sparsely inhabited districts like the 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir. In con- 
sidering the question cf a new post 
office, or an improved postal service in 
any district, the distance of the nearest 
post office from the houses of the 
inhabitants is always considered, as well 
as the amount of correspondence. The 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland are 
receiving special attention from the 
Postmaster General, as the honourable 
Member is aware. 


MUSSEL BEDS IN THE CLYDE 
ESTUARY. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state on what terms 
the mussel beds in the Clyde estuary off 
Port Glasgow have been leased to the 
Fishery Board by the Board of Trade; 
has any portion of the beds been sub-let ; 
if so, to whom, and on what terms; and 
canit be stated what quantity of mussels 
have been taken from the beds since 
they came into the hands of the Fishery 
Board? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that the 
whole area leased by them has been sub- 
let to Dr. J. H. Fullarton for a term of 
21 years from Candlemas, 1897, for a 
yearly rent of £1, with strict con- 
ditions as to culture, size of mussels to 
be sold, anc prices to be charged to- 
fishermen. A statement of the quantity 
of mussels taken since the date of the 
lease, as compared with previous 
statistics, would, I fear, be misleading, - 
but if the honourable Member particu- 
larly desires to have it, he can obtain it 
at the Scottish Office. 
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CONVICTIONS FOR TRAWLING IN 
PROHIBITED WATERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the names of 
the masters of trawlers who, during the 
year 1897, elected to go to prison for 
the whole period of their sentence rather 
than pay the fines inflicted for trawling 
in prohibited waters, and will he also 
state the names of their vessels? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that the 
names of masters of trawlers who elected 
to go to prison during 1897 rather than 
pay the fines inflicted on them for trawl- 
ing in prohibited waters, and the names 
of their vessels, are as follows :—‘ Com- 
modore,” G. N. 31, Frederick Powderall ; 
“William Osten,” S. N. 66, William 
Scorgie; “Commodore,” G. WN. 31, 
Thomas Fitzpatrick; “St. George,” 
A.673, Henry Mearns; “North City,” 
4.400, Thomas Buxton. But I must sug 
gest to the honourable Member that it 
would be expedient. if information as to 
details of this nature were sought ty 
private inquiry and not by Question in 
this House. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to tell the right 
honourable Gentleman I am not asking 
for the information for myself, but for 
the information of my constituents. 


PORT NESS HARBOUR WORKS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the huge concrete 
blocks which fell into Port Ness Harbour 
during the construction of the harbour 
works have yet been removed? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am in- 
formed by the engineers for the Port 
Ness Breakwater that the blocks referred 
to by the honourable Member were 
removed last year. 


THE HIGHLAND RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, if he will state to 
what extent the opening of the Aviemore 
section of the Highland Railway is ex- 
pected to expedite the transit of the 
Stornoway mail? 
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Mr. HANBURY: The Highland Rail- 
way Company have not yet informed the 
mail trains to and from the north of 
Postmaster General to what extent the 
Scotland will be expedited by the use of 
the new Aviemore line, but they have 
been asked to furnish time tables for 
consideration as soon as possible. 


Railway. 


THE CARNDONAGH RAJLWAY. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for North Donegal, I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether steps 
have been taken to advertise for fresh 
tenders for the Carndonagh Railway ; 
whether, pending the making of the con- 
tract, the Board of Works will take steps 
to proceed with the acquisition of the 
land, as they are entitled to do under 
their contract with the Lough Swilly 
Company ; and whether he is aware that 
in many cases the land to be taken has 
not been cropped owing to the fact that 
notices have been served for the taking 
of the land under the Lands Clauses 
Act 4 


Mr. HANBURY: The tenders received 
in answer to advertisement being all in 
excess of the amount set apart for this 
railway out of the funds available under 
the Railway Act, 1896, it is hoped that 
more reasonable terms may be obtained 
by negotiation. Failing a satisfactory 
arrangement by this means, advertise- 
ments will be issued for fresh tenders. 
Under the agreement with the railway 
company, the purchase of land forms 
part of the expenditure to be included 
in the contract for which tenders are 
invited. In ordinary course, therefore, 
no steps could be taken for the acquisi- 
tion of land until the contract has been 
settled. The Board of Works have no 
information upon the subject of the last 
paragraph. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: As complaint has 
been made as to the limited character of 
the advertising, will the right honourable 
Gentleman take care that, if in this case 
there is to be a further tendering, general 
means will be taken to acquaint con- 
tractors with the fact? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, I will see to 
that. 
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VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS AID GRANT. 


Mr. J. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Vice Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education with reference to the state- 
ment contained in the Circular of the 
Education Department of the 18th of 
April, to the Associations formed under 
the Voluntary Schools Act, that any 
deficit incurred for the payment of debts 
contracted before the passing of the Act 
will not be recognised by the Department 
as within the objects of the Aid Grant ; 
whether it is intended to refer only to 
schemes for the future appropriation of 
the grant; or whether it includes the 
schemes already received for the first 
appropriation thereof? 


Sm J. GORST: . The Circular was 
issued after the first appropriation of the 
grant. It does not, therefore, deal with 
that appropriation, but with future ones. 
The first appropriation was made in ac- 
cordance with the opinion of the Law 
Officers, on which the Circular was based. 


EDINBURGH UNIVERSITY LIBRARY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate if he is now able to state 
whether the Edinburgh University 
Council have yet restored the University 
Library, and put the busts of royal 
princes and other distinguished per- 
sonages in such a condition as to add 
to the adornment of the Library? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am in- 
formed by the Secretary to the Univer- 
sity Court that through the great liber- 
ality of Sir William Overend Priestley, 
M.D., representative in Parliament for 
the Universities of St. Andrews and Edin- 
burgh, in giving a handsome donation 
for the purpose, the University Court 
have been enabled to undertake an ex- 
tensive scheme of redecoration and repair 
of the University Library Hall, including 
electric light installation and the thorough 
cleaning of the busts. The work is at 
present going on. 


Mr. WEIR: Am I to understand that 
the University Court had not sufficient 
funds provided by the Government, and 
that, consequently, a private Member 
had to put his hands into his pockets in 
order to carry out the work? 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The honour. 
able Member can discover from a perusal 
of the Estimates exactly the amount of 
funds provided for the University Court, 


MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS FOR 
GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS, 
Cotoyen DALBIAC (Camberwell, N,): 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea. 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if the rule has been abolished 
enabling the refunding of medical fees 
paid by candidates who, having failed to 
pass the Departmental doctor’s examina. 
tion, have been granted a re-examination 
by a medical board and have successfully 
passed it; by whom should the fee paid 
for the second medical examination be 
refunded; and is he aware that, in a 
recent case in the South Eastern District 
Office, the Controller denied the liability 
of the Department and referred the appli- 
cant to the Civil Service Commissioners, 
who, however, on the Ist March replied 
that they are not liable for any of the 
expenses incurred in connection with 
the special medical examination? 


Mr. HANBURY: So far as the Post- 
master General is aware, there never has 
been a rule for the repayment of medical 
fees to candidates for appointment in 
the Post Office who, having failed to 
pass the Departmental doctor’s examina- 
tion, have been granted a re-examination 
by a medical board, and have successfully 
passed it. For the examination by the 
medical officer of the Post Office, no 
fee is charged to the candidate, but with 
the re-examination the Post Office has 
nothing to do. This, when granted, is 
granted by the Civil Service Commis 
sioners, and is not confined to Post Office 
candidates, and the Postmaster General 
has ascertained that one of the conditions 
on which it is granted is that all expenses 
must be borne by the candidate whatever 
may be the result. In the particular case 
to which the honourable Member refers, 
the circumstances appear to have been 
properly explained to the candidate. 
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CASE OF MICHAEL M‘MANUS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Liew 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the sentence of five 


years’ penal servitude imposed on 
Michael M‘Manus, at the Longford 


Easter Quarter Sessions; whether it is 
true that the value of the potatoes 
stolen by M‘Manus was not more than 
two shillings; and is there any means 
of reviewing or reducing this heavy 
sentence ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed that the facts are as stated in the 
first and second paragraphs. M‘Manus 
was an old offender. As regards the last 
paragraph, it is, of course, in this, as 
in all similar cases, open to the prisoner, 
or any person on his behalf, to forward 
a memorial to the Lord Lieutenant, pray- 
ing for a mitigation of the sentence. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will a memorial 
be considered ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


THE MAYOR OF WEXFORD. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether, in 
order to secure the Mayor of Wexford his 
statutable right to procedure within the 
borough, it can be arranged that cases 
appertaining to the borough shall be 
heard separately from those outside his 
jurisdiction ; or can he suggest any other 
plan to secure obedience to the law which 
confers precedence upon the Mayor? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The question of the 
Mayor’s precedence is one which concerns 
him and his brother magistrates and not 
the Crown, since it does not affect the 
validity of the orders of the court, and it 
is not my province to make any sugges- 
tions in reference to it, beyond what I 
have already said—namely, that if his 
rights have been infringed he can get 
redress in a court of law. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask whether 
it is not the function of the right honour- 
able Gentleman to see that the law is 
obeyed, and whether, as the Mayor is 
entitled by statute to precedence within 
the borough, he can arrange that the 
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borough court be held separately from 
the County Court; and, if the right 
honourable Gentleman cannot answer the 
Question, would he kindly say which 
Government Department can answer it? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It 


Government Department. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): In 
connection with this matter, I would ask 
the right honourable Gentleman whether 
it is a fact that for years past the Mayor 
of Wexford has exercised the right of 
presiding at Petty Sessions without oppo- 
sition ? 

Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware of 


the fact, and I would ask the honourable 
Member to give notice of the Question. 
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INCREASE IN THE PRICE OF BREAD 
STUFFS. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
directed to the increase in the price of 
bread stuffs generally; whether he will 
inquire into the facts and ascertain how 
far the system of gambling in futures in 
grain has contributed to the abnormal 
rise; and whether any legislative Mea- 
sures will be considered, with a view to 
prevent gambling in staple food supplies? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD or 
TRADE: I am aware that there has 
been a considerable increase in the price 
of certain bread stufis, but I do not con- 
sider it necessary to make any inquiry 
with the view of connecting that rise 
with dealings in grain. As I have already 
stated, in reply to the honourable Mem- 
ber, I do not propose to initiate any 
legislation to prevent time bargains. 


BREEDING OF LIVE STOCK IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the Government will con- 
sider the advisability of appointing a 
Commission to inquire into and report 
upon the improvement in breeding live 
stock in Ireland; and whether an 
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increased grant will be given for the pur- 
pose of improving the breeds of live 
stock in Ireland? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
give any promise to deal with the matters 
referred to in the Question, in anticipa- 
tion of the establishment of a Board of 
Agriculture for Ireland. 


NORTH TIPPERARY POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. PATRICK JOSEPH O’BRIEN 
‘Tipperary, N.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
of an application having been recently 
made on behalf of the residents of 
Congor and Coolagoona, in the Borriso- 
kane postal district of North Tipperary, 
for a delivery of letters in the locality ; 
whether the accommodation could be 
afforded with little or no additional 
expense by the postal messenger from 
Borrisokane to Arderny _ sub-office, 
making a detour on his walk of not more 
than a mile and a half; and whether, 
in regard to the fact that some 20 or 


‘more respectable families in this neigh- 


‘bourhood are obliged to send to Arde 
rong, a considerable distance, for thei» 
letters, he will be able to facilitate the 
improved service as proposed ? 

Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir. The 
attention of the Postmaster General has 
not been called to an application recently 
made on behalf of the residents of Con- 
gor and Coolagoona for a delivery of 
letters in the locality. Inquiry on the 
subject is probably being made in 
Ireland; in any case, the honourable 
Member may rest assured that a delivery 
of letters in this locality—as in all 
others—will be given in accordance with 
the promise of the Government. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): I beg to ask the Vice President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
if he will state the number of voluntary 
schools which eventually refused to join 
any association; and, further, the num- 
‘ber of those to which a Grant under the 


Mr. W. Field. 
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Bill of 1897 has been made by the 
Department for the year ending 3lst 
March last? 


Sm JOHN GORST: Two hundred and 
thirty-six schools joined no association ; 
of these, 35 received Grants. 


IRISH LOAN FUND SOCIETIES. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON: On behalf of 
the honourable Member for North 
Fermanagh, I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, having regard to the great 
desire manifested in the counties in Ire 
land affected, he will take steps to have 
the evidence given before the recent 
Commission appointed to inquire into 
the administration of the loan fund 
societies in Ireland printed and circu- 
lated? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: On the 
4th May last year I informed my honow- 
able and learned Friend, in answer to a 
similar Question then put by him, that 
the transcript of the evicence taken at 
the various inquiries held by the Com- 
mittee had not been printed. The evi- 
dence was very fully reported in the local 
newspapers, and in view of the elaborate 
character of the Report of the Com- 
mittee already presented to Parliament, 
it was not considered necessary to lay 
the evidence on the Table of the House, 
I have no evidence before me to modify 
the opinion I expressed a year ago. 


MEDICAL PROVISION FOR THE 
SOUDAN CAMPAIGN, 

Sm ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that the medical staff with the 
Army in the Soudan are not provided 
with the Réntgen rays apparatus; and 
whether he will take steps to supply 
the deficiency ? 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): Arising out of the Question, may 
I ask whether the Secretary of State for 
War has received confirmation of the 
reports in the newspapers that the 
litters provided for the wounded at the 
battle of Atbara had no covers for the 
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men’s heads, and that they had conse- 
quently to be carried long distances 


if there should be a further engagement 
in the Soudan, the right honourable 
Gentleman will say if these defects will 
be remedied ? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. St. Joun Bropricx, Sur- 
rey, Guildford): The question of folding 
hoods for stretchers has been under con- 
sideration, and at the instance of the 
Director General earlv in March 350 sets 
were ordered. Of these 70 have already 
been delivered at Woolwich, and will 
shortly be sent to the Soudan, so that 
they will be available, I hope, before 
another engagement takes place. In 
reply to the Question on the Paper, I 
have to say that the Rontgen rays 
apparatus for field service requires 
special construction, One was made for 
Egypt, and was dispatched thither on 
the 5th of April, together with a large 
one for use in the station hospital at 
Cairo. 


STATUTES INCORPORATED IN THE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the difficult and complicated 
character of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Bill, and the great number of 
‘statutes, 26 in number, incorporated in 
the Fourth Schedule of the Bill, and 
having regard to the labour entailed in 
searching through the Statute Book for 
the several sections of divers statutes, he 
will direct the various sections of the 
various statutes capable cf being applied 
to be printed and circulated for the pur- 
pose of facilitating the work of inter- 
preting the Bill? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the hon- 
ourable Member will examine the draft 
Orders in Council he will see that the 
adopted provisions of the various statutes 
proposed to be applied are set forth 
therein in full. 
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PASSENGER TRAFFIC ON THE 

COLLSOY AND CLAREMORRIS LINE. 

Mr. COLLERY (Sligo, N.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Waterford 
and Limerick Railway Company refuse to 
issue passenger tickets at the Collsoy 
station of the Collsoy and Claremorris 
line to and from Sligo ; and notwithstand- 
ing that the county of Sligo guaranteed 
£80,000 for the construction of this line 
they are still debarred from using it 
between these two stations ; and whether 
he will inquire into the cause of this 
inconvenience to the public, and procure 
a remedy? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: I communicated with the 
Waterford and Limerick Company with 
reference to the honourable Member’s 
Question, which, I am informed, does not 
quite accurately state the facts. It seems, 
however that certain difficulties which 
existed between the Waterford and 
Limerick and the Midland Great Western 
as to the issue of these passenger tickets 
have been surmounted, and I gather that 
they may now be issued. 


Mr. FIELD: Seeing that other com- 
panies are compelled to issue passenger 
tickets to all stations, cannot this com- 
pany be made to comply with the law? 


Tue PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
TRADE: I must ask for notice of that 
Question ? 


REPORT OF THE SCOTTISH LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state when the Report 
of the Local Government Board for Scot- 


land will be laid upon the Table of the 
House? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am in- 
formed by the Local Government Board 
that their Report is complete and in type. 
It will go to press at the beginning of 
next week, and will be issued as soon as 
it is received from the printers. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right honourable 
Gentleman see that it is in the hands of 
Members before the Vote is taken? 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I can only 
say, as before, that I will bring the matter 
under the notice of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. 


TUBERCULOSIS. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he can 
state what steps will be taken to give 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on Tuberculosis, so far 
as those recommendations relate to the 
Local Government Board, and especially 
as to the more effectual prevention of 
the use of diseased cows for dairy 
purposes ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuaptiiy, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): This Question 
was down for Friday, and I am sorry I 
was not in my place to unswer it. The 
Report was only issued on the previous 
Tuesday, and the first opportunity I had 
of seeing it was on Wednesday. Obvi- 
ously there has not been time to arrive 
at decisions on the numerous important 
recommendations which are made. I 
desire also some opportunity of seeing 
the evidence, which has not yet been 
published. 

Mr. CHANNING: Considering the ex- 
treme urgency and gravity of this Ques- 
tion, will the right honourable Gentleman 
at once, and without delay, consider the 
Report especially as to obtaining further 
powers for the Local Government Board 
over local authorities? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I will consider 
the Report as soon as possible. 


Mr. CHANNING: I shall call attention 
to the matter on the Estimates. 


SALARIES OF PARLIAMENTARY 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government would be pre- 
pared to institute an inquiry into the 
system of salaries and appointments in 
both Houses of Parliament, with a view 
of fixing the salaries in proportion to 
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the nature and the amount of work en- 
tailed, and of adopting a different system 
from the present of making appoint- 
ments; and whether the right honour- 
able Gentleman is aware that on the 22nd 
of last month the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury stated that possibly the time has 
now arrived for an inquiry into the 
matter? 


Tue FIRST LORD or truz TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.); 
The matter to which the honourable 
Gentleman refers is one to which the 
Government are giving their attention, 
but at present Iam not prepared to make 
any definite statement upon it. 


PROPOSED INCREASE OF THE 
AMERICAN TONNAGE DUES. 

Mr. CHARLES HENRY WILSON 
(Hull, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury, in reference to the Bill 
before the United States Congress for the 
imposition of increased. tonnage dues, 
whether any further information has 
been received from Her Majesty’s Am- 
bassador at Washington; whether all 
possible vigilance will be exercised by 
Her Majesty’s Government to endeavour 
to prevent the imposition of this tax, or, 
at any rate, to secure that British vessels 
shall receive equal treatment as com- 
pared with the vessels of all other nation- 
alities; and whether England is entitled 
to the full benefit of the Most Favoured 
Nation Clause? 


Stir GEORGE BADEN - POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale): At the same time 
tay I ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government of the United 
States have made any reply to the repre- 
sentations of Her Majesty’s Government 
in reference to the proposed heavy 
increase in tonnage dues in the United 
States; and whether the proposed in- 
crease is confined to the general tonnage 
tax levied on all vessels, or is extended 
to or confined to the additional tonnage 
tax levied on vessels belonging to nations 
which levy light dues on the vessels of 
the United States? 





Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
|SURY: My honourable Friend thé Mem- 
ber for the Exchange Division of Liver- 
| pool [Mr. C. McArthur] received, at a 
|meeting at Liverpool on Saturday, 
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long telegram, which he was authorised 
to read, and which appeared in The 
Times of that date. I think, perhaps, 
I might refer honourable Members to 
that telegram, as it is rather too long to 
read to the House. The substance of it, 
as far as British shipping is concerned, 
comes to this: that twenty cents per ton 
is proposed to be levied instead of six 
cents, with a mazimum of 240 cents 
instead of 30 cents. It is proposed that 
the new system should come into opera- 
tion on-July 1. The Government are 
doing their best, I need hardly say, to 
safeguard the interests of British ship- 
owners. There are no exemptions, I 
believe, except in favour of vessels in dis- 
tress and those not engaged in trade. 
As regards the last paragraph there is 
no most favoured nation clause with the 
United States of America with regard to 
duties or charges on British vessels. 


Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I wish to ask whether British 
vessels will be treated, in the levying of 
this tonnage duty, differently from other 
vessels, on the ground that Great Britain 
levies light dues? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: No; I thought I explained there 
were to be no differential duties at all. 


Sir G. BADEN-POWELL (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale): Can the right honourable 
Gentleman tell us whether the Bill now 
before Congress wiil, if passed, repeal 
the Act of 1886, which enacts differential 
treatment ! 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am informed that it will repeal 
that Act, and it is in consequence of that 
repeal that no differential treatment will 
come into force in the case of Holland. 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AS 
DIRECTORS OF PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
grant a Return of the Members of this 
House who are directors of one or more 
public companies? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tas TREA- 
SURY: I do not think any useful pur- 
pose would be gained by such a Return? 
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Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, S8.): Is 
the right honourable gentleman aware 
that 23 Ministers divide 47 directorates 
amongst them? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: No; I am not aware of that. 


Mr. MacNEILL: Well, I am informed 
it is so. 


WEI-HAI-WEI. 

Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is now in a position to give 
the House any information as to the 
intentions of the Government with regard 


to the garrison and fortifications of Wei- 
hai-Wei! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Until we have been for some 
time in occupation of the port in question, 
I do not think we can come to any 
determination on the matter referred to 
by my honourable Friend. 


TREATMENT OF PAUPER CHILDREN. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that in Padding- 
ton, with 117,000 people, the guardians 
supported 227 children, whereas Kensing- 
ton and Chelsea, with 262,000 people, 
supported 867 children, or nearly double 
as many in proportion; whether the 
Whitechapel Board, after close investiga- 
tion into all the circumstances connected 
with each of the 76 children chargeable 
to that union, had found it possible to 
deal with 35 of them in various ways, 
leaving only 41 to be provided for 
directly by the guardians ; and whether, 
in view of these facts, the Local Govern- 
ment Board could see their way to 
arrange for an investigation, by persons 
experienced in examining into the condi- 
tion of the poor, into each individual 
case of the children who will shortly be 
displaced by the dissolution of the Sutton 
Pauper School, with a view to seeing 
what is best to be done for each child? 


B 








35 Aldershot 
Tas PRESIDENT or tas LCCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: If the num- 
bers mentioned in the first paragraph 
are intended to refer to the children in 
district schools. tLe statement is not 
quite accurate. The rumbers accord- 
ing to the most recent returns are as 
follows:—Paddington 123, Kensington 
and Chelsea 768. The facts as to the 
Whitechapel Union are substantially as 
stated. But I am afraid I cannot adopt 
the honourable Member’s suggestion. 
What he practically asks is this, that 
the Local Government Board should in- 
vestigate the case of each individual 
child in the Sutton Schools with a view 
of seeing what is best to be done for the 
child. If the Board were to do this, 
they must do the same as regards the 
children in any other poor law school in 
the metropolis, should the occasion arise. 
There are nearly 2,000 children in the 
Sutton Schools, and upwards of 9,000 in 
the other metropolitan poor law schools, 
and it would manifestly be impossible 
for the Board to undertake this duty. 
Moreover, by so doing, they would be 
taking upon themselves the duty which 
expressly belongs to the guardians of 
the unions to which the children are 
chargeable. If the children in work- 
houses, infirmaries, or sick asylums, cer- 
tified schools, institutions for the blind, 
deaf and dumb and idiots, training ships, 
convalescent homes, and other institu- 
tions are added to the number in the 
district schools the total would be as fol- 
lows:—Paddington, 279; Kensington 
and Chelsea, 1,338. 


FORCES ON THE NORTH WEST 
FRONTIER. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India, as regards bat- 
talions, British and Native, field bat- 
teries (if any) and mountain batteries, 
British and Native, what are the 
differences between the existing forces 
and those maintained before the attacks 
on Malakand, Shabkadr, and Lundi 
Kotal, at or near the following stations 
or posts: Panjkora, Malakand, the 
Khyber and neighbourhood, Kuram and 
neighbourhood; whether any further 
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36 
changes are already in contemplation ; 
whether there are any British or Kashmir 
troops becween Panjkora and Chitral; 
and whether any change has been made 
in the garrison of Chitral? 


The SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Gzorcze Hamunron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The Malakand Force 
has been temporarily increased by 1 
British and 2 Native infantry battalions, 
2 squadrons of Native cavalry, and a com- 
pany of Native sappers. There are no 
troops on the Panjkora. At the Khyber 
and neighbourhood there are, according 
to the latest returns, 6 British and 7 
Native infantry battalions, 3 British 
mountain batteries, 3 companies Native 
sappers, and 2 squadrons Native cavalry. 
Prior to the recent campaigns, there 
were only small detachments at Jamrud, 
and the Khyber Rifles in the Khyber 
Pass. At Kuram and in the neighbour- 
hood the increase consists of half a 
squadron Native cavalry. The distri- 
bution of the troops on the Frontier has 
not yet been finally settled, and I cannot 
therefore state what further changes 
may be made. There are no British or 
Kashmir troops between the Panjkora 
and Chitral, in the garrison of which 
place no change has been made. 


ALDERSHOT BARRACKS. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether all the lights in the 
barrack billiard rooms and libraries at 
Aldershot are put out at 9.30 p.m; 
whether th2 lights in the soldiers’ 
barrack rooms are put out at 10 p.m.; 
whether all men of good character are 
allowed eave out of barracks till 11.15 
p-m. ; whether, consequently, these men 
have to find their way to bed in the 
dark ; and whether some better arrange 
ment as to lights can be made for the 
convenience and comfort of the soldiers? 


Mr. BRODRICK : In the libraries and 
recreation rooms at Aldershot lights are 
usually put out at 10 o'clock, though 
commanding officers can at their discre- 
tion allow lights till 10.30. In the 
barrack rooms lights are out at 10.15. 
Men of good character are, at the discre- 
tion of the commanding officer, allowed 
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out from the South Camp till 11.15, and 
from the North Camp till 11.30. Those 
who avail themselves of this privilege 
have to find their way to bed im the 
dark. The Secretary of State is ready 
to give further consideration to the 
suggestion contained in the last para- 
graph of the honourable Member’s 
question, but if lights were not to be 
put out till 11.15 the majority of the 
men would be kept awake for 14 hours 
for the sake of the few who are out late 
for their own amusement. 


CORK GUARDIANS AND LABOURERS’ 
COTTAGES. 

Dr. C. K. TANNER (Cork. Co., Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Cork Board of Guardians have recently 
served notices to quit on a number of 
tenants of cottages built under the 
Labourers’ (Ireland) Acts, and have an- 
nounced their intention of raising the 
rents of such cottages to 2s. 6d. per 
week; whether he is aware that the 
average rate of the wages of agricultural 
labourers in Cork Union is from 7s. to 
10s. per week; whether, in fixing the 
rents of such cottages, regard should 
be had under the provisions of the 
Labourers Acts to the circumstances of 
the agricultural labourers for whom they 
are intended* in how many cases have 
the Cork Board of Guardians already 
raised the rents, and in how many cases 
have they had recourse to legal proceed- 
ings to determine the present tenancies 
in order to enforce the proposed in- 
crease ; and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board will make inquiries or hold 
a sworn investigation with a view to 
determining waether the increased rents 
are justified by the spirit or the letter 
of the Labourers Acts? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon- 
curable Meniber appears to be under a 
complete misapprehension as to the 
action of the Cork Board of Guardians in 
this matter. The guardians have already 
provided 302 cottages in the union, and, 
having received representations in favour 
of the erection of additional cottages, 
they caused inquiries to be made as to 
whether any of the present tenants of 
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the cottages were other than agricultural 
labourers. The guardians found that in 
16 cases the tenants could not be re 
garded as agricultural labourers, and in 
seven of these cases the guardians made 
an order that the tenants be required to 
pay 2s. 6d. a week rent, instead of a 
shilling, as charged to bond fide agricul- 
tural labourers. The tenants in ques 
tion having refused to pay, the guar- 
dians instructed their solicitor to pro- 
ceed against them for recovery of posses- 
sion of the cottages. Thus it will be 
seen that the action of the guardians 
is not directed against the labourers, as 
represented by the honourable Member, 
but against certain tenants who are not 
agricultural labourers. No interference 
on the part of the Local Government 
Board is called for. 


MUZZLING ORDER. 

Mr. T. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he is about to suspend the Muz- 
zling Order in Staffordshire or Norfolk? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, Liver- 
pool, W., Derby): With regard to Staf- 
fordshire, I would refer the honourable 
Member to the statement made by me 


in reply to my honourable Friend 
the Member for West Bromwich 
on Friday last. It has not been 


necessary to impose a Muzzling Order 
in the case of Norfolk, no outbreak 
of rabies having been reported from 
that county since Jily, 1896. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): 
Is it proposed to suspend it in Notting- 
hamshire? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD ov 
AGRICULTURE: I cannot answer that 
Question without notice, as the Order 
affecting the Midlands extends over 
several counties. 


INDIAN MILITARY PENSIONS AND 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. BUTCHER (York): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
his attention has been called to the case of 
Captain Judge, late of the 2nd Goorkhas, 
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who left England to join his regiment in 
September, 1897, and was killed in action 
in the battle of Dargai; whether, if 
Captain Judge had lived, he would have 
completed his 20 years’ service in January, 
1898, and have been entitled to retire on a 
pension of £200 a year; whether Captain 
Judge left a widow and three children ; 
whether it is customary, in the case of an 
officer killed in action, for his widow to 
receive a ‘Jueen’s pension of £100 a year, 
and a gratuity equal to one year’s pay 
of her husband, and for each child to 
receive a compassionate allowance and a 
gratuity equal to one third of a year’s 
pay; whether the authorities have 
refused to grant the widow and children 
of Captain Judge any pension, allowance, 
or gratuity whatever ; whether the autho- 
rities have also refused to refund the 
amount expended by Captain Judge for his 
passage money from. England to India 
to join his regiment; and whether the 
Government will reconsider the case, and 
make such allowances and grants as will 
meet the requirements of the case? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA : The facts are as stated in the first 
part of my honourable Friend’s Question. 
Captain Judge rejcined his regiment from 
leave at his own expense, and, not having 
been recalled by the Government of India, 
was not entitled to refund or passage 
money. Mrs. Judge receives, as my 
honourable Friend is no doubt aware, a 
pension under the Service Family Pension 
Regulations. With regard to the addi- 
tional pension and gratuities mentioned 
in my honourable Friend’s Question, the 
Royal Warrant lays down certain rules as 
to the pecuniary position of those who 
can receive them, and the private circum- 
stances of Captain Judge’s family, inde- 
pendently of the Family Service Pension, 
are such as to render them ineligible 
under these rules. 


Mr. BUTCHER: Will the noble lord 
request the Council of India to induce the 
authorities to refund the amount of the 
passage money which was expended by 
Captain Judye in going out to join his 
regiment? Can he not use his influence 
to secure a relaxation of this wretched 
rule as to the pecuniary position of an 
officer and his family? 


{COMMONS } 





40 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The Council of India have abso- 
lute control over this Question. The 
regulations have been in force for a long 
time, and I very much doubt whether 
the authorities will be disposed to relax 
them. As regards the payment of pas- 
sage money, I quite admit that the exist- 
ing regulations are not satisfactory, and 
I have caused a dispatch to be addressed 
to the Indian Government on the sub- 
ject. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are British officers 
to understand that they are indebted to 
the British Treasury for the regulations? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE rox 
INDIA: No, Sir; the regulations have 
been in force for years, and they are 
based on the principle that people who 
are tolerably well-to-do shail not get as 
much as those who are not well-to-do. 


Conference. 


ZEMINDAR OF KHARIAR. 


Mr. J. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he has yet 
received the Petition of Lal Brijraj Sinh, 
Zemindar of Khariar, praying for the 
redress of certain grievances, of which 
the receipt was acknowleged as long ago 
as 30th July, 1897, by Mr. H. M. Laurie, 
Deputy Commissioner of Raipur, and for- 
warded by him the same day to the Chief 
Ccmmissioner of the division; and, if 
received, what reply has been given? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: Yes, Sir; a Memorial from the 
Zemindar of Khariar has been forwarded 
to me by the Government of India, and 
is now under my consideration. 


INDIAN SOCIAL CONFERENCE. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether his 
attention has been drawn to the resolu- 
tion passed by the Indiar Sccial Con- 
ference at Amraoti, in December last, in 
favour of the abolition of the imprison- 
ment of women in enforcement of decrees 
for the restitution cf conjugal rights; 
whether he is aware that a distinct pro- 
mise was given by a former Viceroy that 





Mr. Butcher. 

















4l Irish Local 
this provision of the Code should be 


expunged when the Statute again came 
up for revision ; and will he explain why 
the opportunity presented recently, when 
the Penal Code Amendment Act, 1898, 
was passing through the Vizeroy’s Coun- 
cil, was not availed of in order to fulfil 
the said promise? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I have not seen the resolution, 
but I am aware that the Government of 
India in 1890 expressed their intention, 
when opportunity offered, to introduce 
a clause which would enable the Civil 
Courts to refuse to send women to prison 
in such cases. Such an opportunity 
occurred in 1894, when a Bill was brought 
in to amend the Code of Civil Procedure. 
The original Bill contained a provision to 
the effect which I have stated; but, as 
explained in an answer given in this 
House by my predecessor, on the 9th 
April, 1895— 


“The clause was unanimously struck out Ly 
a Select Committee of seven members, four of 
whom were natives of India, on the ground 
that the country was not yet ripe for such a 
change, and a motion to restore it was lost 
in the Legislative Council by 15 votes to two.” 


The question is one of civil procedure, 
and has nothing to do with the Penal 
Code or the Criminal Cour‘s. 


INDIAN CURRENCY. 

Mr. B. L. COHEN (Islington, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can state when the 
Report will be presented of the Royal 
Commission on the administration of the 
expenditure of India? May I also ask the 
noble Lord when the proposals of the 
Indian Government on currency, laid on 
the Table on Friday, will be in the hands 
of Members? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: As to the first Question, I am 
informed by the Chairman that he hopes 
within a short time to lay his draft Report 
before his colleagues. In respect to the 
second Question, I hoped the Papers 
would have been distributed on Saturday, 
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but I am told they will be in the Vote 
Office to-night. 


Sir H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 
E.): Will the noble Lord ask for a defini- 
tion of “short time,” as there have been 
so many short times during this inquiry? 
The delay is very serious. 


Tuer SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: As the right honourable Gentle 
man must be aware—for he has under- 
taken similar duties—I have no control 
over the Chairman of the Commission, 
who is quite independent of the India 
Office. 


NAVAL BATTLE OFF MANILA. 
Mr J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg—in accordance with 


private mnotice—to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Government can give the House 
any information as to the engage 


ment at Manila, reported to have taken 
place between the American and Spanish 
fleets; whether any apprehensions of 
danger to the lives and interests of 
British subjects are entertained by the 
Government ; and whether any British 
warships are available for the protection 
of British subjects in the Philippine 
Islands ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : The information we have received 
points to the Spanish fleet at Manila 
having been destroyed. A British ship 
is, I believe, on its way there, and I need 
hardly say all we can do to preserve 
British interests will be done. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILL. 

Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg te 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant when he proposes to take ‘he 
Financial Resolution on the Irish Local 
Government Bill? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
answer. It depends on the progress 
made with the Bill. 
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PETROLEUM COMMITTEE. 
Question proposed— 

“That Mr. Macdona be discharged from the 
Select Committee on Petroleum. 

“That Mr. Royds be added to the Com- 
mittee.”—(Sir W. Walrond.) 

Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) : I have observed this Motion with 
great concern. I cannot understand the 
reason of the honourable Baronet for dis- 
charging from the Committee a Member 
so eminently fitted to deal with cheap 
explosives, and adding to the Committee 
another Member who neither by service 
to the Church nor any other means has 
been endowed with any of the necessary 
qualities. I wish to ask the honourable 
Baronet what is the reason for this extra- 
ordinary Motion, which I am not sure I 
ought not to divide the House against ? 
I understand, from the ordinary sources 
of information, that the honourable and 
reverend Member intends going out to 
China on behalf of a commercial syndi- 
cate. If so, he will be absent from his 
duties in the House for several months, 
probably until the end of the Session. If 
the Motion is carried, will the honourable 
Baronet ask for leave of absence for the 
honourable Member for Rotherhithe? I 
should also like to know whether the 
honourable Member, during his absence, 
will retain his post as private secretary 
to the Secretary to the Treasury? 


Tue PATRONAGE SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Sir W. H. Watronn, 
Devon, Tiverton): I made _ the 
Motion because such a Motion is usual 
when an honourable Member desires to 
absent himself from a Committee for a 
certain number of weeks. My honourable 
Friend is correct in saying that the 
honourable Member for Rotherhithe is 
going to China. I have given the honour- 
able Member leave to go, and he has 
paired with another honourable Member 
who is either in China or on his way 
there. 


Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Notts, Rushcliffe) : 
Has the honourable Baronet consulted 
the constituents of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Rotherhithe? 


[No Reply.] 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


—— 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL, 


The House again went into Committee 
on the Local Government Amendment 
Bill, and further considered the proposed 
Amendment on Clause 5, moved by the 
Attorney General for Ireland, dealing 
with the rules under which compensation 
for malicious injuries is to be paid. Mr. 
T. M. Healy having moved that opposi- 
tion to claims for compensation should 
be raised without previous notice, 


*Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) 
said: I think, Sir, that the Amendment 
by the Attorney General is a_ very 
dangerous one, and will do a great deal 
of injury in Ireland. As the law 
stands. on this particular point at pre 
sent there is no necessity for people to 
give notice of opposition to the claims 
for malicious injury. This Bill intro- 
duces an entirely new feature. It insists 
that notice of opposition shall be given. 
That, I think, is a very serious matter 
—indeed, a much more serious matter 
than has appeared to the House. Well, 
Sir, this system of procedure for mali- 
cious injuries is one which is peculiar to 
Ireland. You have nothing like it in 
England, Scotland, or Wales. I think it 
is a pity that on a Bill which is in so 
many respects a liberation Bill a blot 
of this kind should be put, making the 
existing law, which is bad enough at 
present, much worse, especially for the 
ratepayers. Of course, I know that there 
is a considerable body of opinion in Ire 
land which regards all claims for mali- 
cious injury as a kind of municipal insur- 
ance by the ratepayers. There may be 
something to be said from. that view, but 
I think we have purchased this insurance 
at a very high price, if the law is to be 
applied. as amended by the Attorney 
General for Ireland, because this brings 
for the first time upon the scene in 
the history of these malicious injury 
cases the speculative attorney. Pre- 
viously, Sir, if a man put into opera- 
tion the law of malicious injury—and in 
the course of my experience as a Press- 
man I have known numerous cases, and I 
know exactly what happens—no respect- 
able solicitor cared very much to take it 
up, because, in the first place, there was 
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no provision made for costs, unless, of 
course, the grand jury gave a very con- 
siderable sum as compensation. But 
under the clause which is now under the 
consideration of the Committee. it is in 
the interest of the speculating attorney 
to bring these cases forward, because he 
will haveacertain opportunity of getting 
costs. A new factor is now put upon the 
scene. Instead of making it easier for 
these bogus claims to be made, I think 
the law should be left as it is—-at least, 
in this respect—and that people should 
not be required to give notice of opposi- 
tion. I know very well the kind of claims 
which can be levied under the present 
state of the law. I take one of many 
cases that happened 9 few years ago in 
the county of Sligo. A gentleman had 
a saw-mill, which he used for the pur- 
pose of sawing timber. He was going 
down in the world, and one night his mill 
caught fire. The evidence produced 
showed that his own son was seen leaving 
the premises twenty minutes before the 
fire, which burst out in several dis- 
tinct places. What happened? The 
grand jury, most of whom were men 
who were seiling this man their tim- 
ber, in spite of the evidence, which would 
convince any man that this was a case of 
arson, granted that man £4,000. But 
this case of dealing wrongly with the 
ratepayers’ money is only one of hun- 
dreds of cases of the kind which could be 
brought before the House. Now, Sir, 1 
think that we have a case here which the 
Government should consider, and I ven- 
ture to hope that they will give way on 
this small point. As the law at present 
stands, there is no necessity to give notice 
of opposition. With the law, as 
amended, they must give notice of oppo- 
sition some time before the first hearing 
takes place. But it is very difficult, 
when notice is given, for the cess- 
payers to make up their minds 
whether they will fight their case or not. 
In the interval between the first and 
second hearings facts may come to light 
which may alter the entire bearing of the 
question. Is it, therefore, to be argued, 
because notice of opposition is not given 
by the ratepayers—the people who will 
have to pay for the litigation—that they 
cannot oppose it before the judge of 
assize? It is not always the land-grab- 
bers or the broken-down landlords who 
will be applying for compensation for 
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their malicious injuries. Every broken- 
down bankrupt in the country, with the 
aid of these speculating attorneys, who 
send out their own touts, will be induced 
to make bogus claims by the procedure 
now adopted, and an entirely new sphere 
of litigation, and a new tribe of Jiti- 
gants will be raised up. Wnder this 
state of things the heavy cesspayers and 
the heavy ratepayers will suffer more 
than even the smallest cesspayers. Under 
these circumstances, therefore, I really 
press upon the Government to give us 
this safeguard against fraud on the rate 
payers. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. J. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I will not discuss the propriety 
or the impropriety of leaving in the 
clause. The only remark I would make 
is that if fraudulent claims have hitherto 
been put forward and allowed by the 
grand jury there is less probability that 
they will be allowed either by the 
county court or the superior court. I 
would remind the honourable Member 
who has just sat down that all the rules 
contemplated by this section must be 
laid before Parliament, if, after they have 
been laid on the Table of the House for 
the specified number of days, a petition 
be presented to Her Majesty to withhold 
her assent, of course they fall to the 
ground. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City): 
And your majority would support the 
petition, wouldn’t they? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Whatever other sings 
the word “ Opposition” may have, it cer- 
tainly does not carry on its back the 
speculative attorney. I think the matter 
has been adequately discussed, and I do 
not see that any hardship will be inflicted 
upon anybody. I have already pointed out 
that the judge has power to dispense in 
any case the literal and strict observance 
of any of these rules; I fail, therefore, to 
see how any person can be prejudiced. 


Mr. KNOX (Londonderry) said he 
ventured to think that the Chief Seecre- 
tary had not considered the actual effect 
of the words which he had accepted or 
incorporated in the Amendment. The 
proceedings before the grand jury 
so immediately preceded those be- 
fore the judge of assize, that notice 
of opposition would obviously be 
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impossible. He thought if instead of 
notice of opposition the words were 
“notice of Appeal” it would be a fair 
protection to both parties. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: May I 
point out that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Attorney General dealt 
with the matter as if the only interest 
the county council had were a simple 
question of fact—of malice or no malice. 
In the majority of cases—in the multi- 
tude of cases—the county council will have 
an interest in appearing in cases where 
malice is admitted, because there was, 
apart from the question of malice, the 
very important question of damage. In the 
majority of cases the claim made by the 
applicant must be an excessive claim. 
Of course, there is a tendency on the 
part of all applicants to claim the full 
extent of the damages they have sus- 
tained before it is possible by expert 
evidence to come to an accurate opinion 
as to the fair amount. May I make a 
suggestion? It is that the county court 
judges, when they go to frame their 
rules, shall not be compelled to prescribe 
notice of opposition, whether they think 
it desirable or not. That is the sole 
effect of the words proposed by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland in an appeal to the 
right honourable Gentleman to trust his 
own county court judges. To insist on 
the necessity of having notice of opposi- 
tion is certainly going too far. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he hoped 
the Government would give way on this 
point. There was a belief in the minds of 
the Irish Members that these rules of 
court would be stringent and hostile in a 
certain direction. If they could trust the 
judges to deal with the rules in a spirit of 
absolute fair play, there might not be 
so much objection to them. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): The 
right honourable Gentleman has said 
that one of the reasons why he could 
not accept the Amendment as it now 
stands, is that the county court judges 
would have to act up to the strict letter 
of the rule. That is an opinion which I 
venture to say will not be acted upon. 
The county court judges will construe 
this Act as it is put before them, without 
any regard to any opinion expressed in 
this House. In my opinion the words 
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are wholly unnecessary. I think they 
afford opportunities to defeat the legitj- 
mate reasons which can be given against 
these malicious claims. They enable 
people to take advantage of the outside 
public who do not know much about a 
particular case, and in that way a great 
injustice may be done to the ratepayers 


at large. I understand that under the 
section proposed in this Bill the 
county council, as representing the 


ratepayers, will be the defendants before 
the county court judge, and they will be 
placed absolutely at the mercy of those 
persons who may like to take advantage 
of this malicious injury section. The 
words are unnecessary, and after the 
assistance which the Chief Secretary has 
received from these Benches up to this 
point I think it would come with a 
very bad grace from him if he should 
stick out now over a mere technicality of 
this sort. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am pre 
pared, taking into consideration the sug- 
gestion which has just been made, to 
omit the words, “notice to be given of 
application of the opposition,” reserving 
to myself the right to raise the question 
again, if necessary, on the Report stage 
of the Bill, if it is found on inquiry that 
the practice and procedure of the county 
court does include notice of application. 
On that distinct understanding, I agree 
to the omission of the words. The sec- 
tion will therefore read, “ Rules of court 
may regulate generally the practice and 
procedure.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): That 
is a very satisfactory statement, and, in 
return for that, I am prepared to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Mr. ATxrnson’s Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
move the following proviso to the 
Attorney General’s Amendment— 


“No court fees shall be payable on or in 
respect of any proceedings to which this section 
applies.” 


If these proceedings are to be taken 
under the county court, rules fees will 
have to be paid at every stage. This is 
in marked contrast to the present state 
of things. If the applicant succeeds the 
court fees will have to be paid in the 
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end by the county, and the result will 
be that the county, in addition to having 
to indemnify the applicant against any 
injury, will also have to provide the 
applicant’s court fees over the whole 
series of proceedings from the beginning 
up to the point at which he establishes 
his claim. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: My attention had not been 
called to the Amendment until a moment 
ago, and I should like to make some in- 
quiries into the matter. My sympathies 
are, to a great extent, with the honour- 
able Member, and if I find on inquiry 
that no fees are charged now, and 
that what the honourable Member has 
asked for can be done without affecting 
the fees charged in the county court in 
other proceedings. I will accept the 
Amendment on the Report stage. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The right 
honourable Gentleman has made a very 
reasonable offer, and I accept it. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to move as 
an Amendment— 


“That this section shall remain in force 
until the 31st of December, 1904, and no 
longer.” 


My proposal is that this clause shall 
remain in force for practically five years. 
I think that is not an unreasonable thing. 
You are adopting a procedure which is 
entirely different from the legislation of 
the last 60 years, and it seemed to me 
that it would be unfair not to give Ire 
land an opportunity of overhauling this 
proposal after five years. I do not 
think it right that this procedure 
should be stereotyped for all time. 
The result will be that the Irish Statutes 
will be in a more confused condition than 
the Statutes of any other portion of the 
United Kingdom. I cannot conceive how 
the Government, having six months for 
the preparation of this Bill, were obliged 
to place this long series of Amendments 
upon the Paper. This proposal is a 
novelty ; it was not in the original Bill. 
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THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: The Amendment of the honour- 
able Member is applicable to the whole 
clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I only moved that 
the section remain in force until 
31st December. 


THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: That applies to the whole 
clause. 


Tus CHIEF SECRETARY to THB 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
Geratp Batrour, Leeds, Central): I 
cannot altogether agree with the honour- 
able Member for North Louth that this 
section should only apply for a limited 
period. If at the end of that period— 
five years, as the honourable Member 
suggests—the section ceases to be opera- 
tive, the result will be a return to the 
existing procedure in which any actions of 
this kind will come before the grand 
jury. I cannot imagine that, having once 
changed the entire procedure, we should 
ever return to it. If I thought that 
possible I might favourably consider the 
Amendment of the honourable Member ; 
but I think that is quite out of the ques 
tion, and I think the honourable Member 
will see that this is hardly an Amend- 
ment which the Government will enter- 
tain. 


Mr. PATRICK J. POWER (Waterford, 
E.): Taking everything into considera- 
tion, it is doubtful whether this clause will 
improve the position of the ratepayers ; 
indeed, I think it will have a contrary 
effect. There are some safeguards in 
connection with claims for malicious in- 
juries that will be swept away by the 
proposed legislation. I have never been 
able to understand the system upon which 
associated ratepayers in Ireland have 
been selected, and in my own consti- 
tuency I have known large ratepayers 
left out. because they happened not to 
be on the grand jury. On the grand 
jury the majority were county rate 
payers, and they had something to say 
in the districts where the levies were to 





and I think the reason was that we did 
not make much row about it. 


be made. But these duties are to be put 
upon the county court judges. In theory 
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that may be all very well, but in practice 
it works out very wrongly, and localities 
will be penalised in large sums for the 
doings of people who have no connection 
with these particular localities. I believe 
that the proposed legislation will lead to 
abuse and throw a stigma upon Ireland 
which she does not deserve. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am willing to 
allow the Amendment to be negatived. 


Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, E.): I 
have not the confidence in the grand jury 
system which those learned in the law 
have, and by listening to this Debate, I 
have only had confirmed more strongly 
than ever my opinion of the anomaly of 
the law. No doubt the majority on these 
benches are specially opposed to the 
administration of this abominable system 
of law by grand jury. But, logically 
speaking, administration by grand jury 
is more offensive than the system pro- 
posed by the Government. In Ireland 
the grand jury, or a meeting of the asso- 
ciated cesspayers, levied this contribution 
for compensation for malicious injuries, 
and confined the incidence of the rate 
to some small district. Their powers in 
that direction were outrageous, and in 
some instances the rate amounted to 
six, seven, oreight shillings in the pound. 
So that it really came to be a system of 
the grossest possible oppression. Now 
the Government proposes to transfer 
grand jury business respecting compensa- 
tion for criminal injuries to the county 
court, and I regard that, bad as it is, as 
an improvement on the present system. 
But it has this logical difficulty, 
that it produces a thoroughly indefen- 
sible principle in the administration of 
the law in Ireland—namely, that a 
stranger is entitled to levy an oppressive 
fine on some limited area for the purpose 
of the political punishment of people with 
whose actions and cpinions he does noi 
agree. It is a system by which you 
penalise and oppress innocent people. 
Supposing there are moonlighting out- 
rages. It very often happens that the 
moonlighters come from a distance, and 
that nine-tenths of the people in the dis- 
trict where the outrage is committed are 
unacquainted with the perpetrators, and 
are in no way responsible for the crime. 
You cannot levy moonlighters, or the 
persons who commit the crime, but you 
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levy people who are innocent of it. The 
whole system is absolutely and utterly 
wrong and indefensible, and, bad as the 
Government proposal is, it is not so bad 
as the present state of affairs. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: One’s impressions 
of grand juries are derived from the dis 
trict one comes from, and the grand 
juries I have been acquainted with are 
not so bad as those described by the 
honourable Member for East Mayo. I 
would rather trust a grand jury than a 
county court judge, but I am willing toe 
take a Division on the Amendment. 


Mr. J. J. CLANCY (Dublin County, 
N.): The Amendment is not an improyve- 
ment on the clause as originally pro- 
posed. I regard the clause as preferable 
to the existing law, and I support the 
Amendment as a protest against the law 
as it at present stands. The ground 
upon which the law is based is the 
assumption that there is a general feeling 
in the community against the person 
outraged, and general sympathy with the 
person perpetrating the outrage. The 
most remarkabie case in illustration of 
this fact occurred a few years ago in 
Dublin, where, in connection with a 
of horse poisoning, the  rate- 

of the county of Dublin had 
to pay £3,000, although they could 
not be supposed to have any 
sympathy with the perpetrators of the 
outrage. That case, even if it stood 
alone, ought to be enough to make the 
Government reconsider the whole ques- 
tion. But it does not stand alone. In 
the county of Dublin, two or three years 
ago, serious affairs took place. Some 
property belonging to the Christian 
Brethren was destroyed; and although 
not the slightest pretence was made that 
the community had anything to do with 
the case, compensation was assessed, and 
the whole community was punished to 
the tune of thousands of pounds for the 
offence of two or three blackguards. 
That is the law the Government wishes 
to perpetuate. I hope the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary will 
reconsider the question. 


case 
payers 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL  (Ty- 
rone, N.): If I am _ in_ order, 
desire to say that I am in favour 


of the principle of the clause, and I 
should be sorry to see anything done 
that would endanger that principle. But,. 
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as the clause is framed, I apprehend very 
great difficulty will arise upon it here- 
after. If I am right, the result, if this 
Bill becomes law, will be that the party 
wko complains of injury will be under 
no necessity to post a notice within three 
days, and it will be competent for them 
months afterwards to institute a claim 
before the county court judge. Before 
deciding how I should vote on this 
Amendment, I should like to have some 
assurance from the Chief Secretary that 
the clause will be amended so as to 
enable the Lord Lieutenant in Council to 
re-enact the provisions of the Grand Jury 
Actas to preliminary notices of procedure. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I can assure the 
right honourable Gentleman that it is 
our intention to introduce words some- 
thing like these: “including all pre- 
liminary notices,” which will give the 
Lord Lieutenant in Council ampie powers 
to frame the rules. A, preliminary 
notice must be given a certain time after 
the injury has been committed. 


*Mr. Serusrant HEMPHILL: I was noi 
in the House when that was stated, or I 
should not have raised it’ now. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I see that in the 
Act dealing with the matter the Govern- 
ment propose to leave the following 
words standing: “The said grand jury 
shall, during the time appointed, trans- 
act,” etc. As I understand it, the Lord 
Lieutenant, by an Order in Council, 
makes the county court judge and the 
judge of assize to be constituted and to 
include any grand jury, and I want to 
know why are these words allowed to 
stand. Why are they not repealed? 


Mr. ATKINSON: They will be 
repealed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There is no legal 
difference, so to speak. 


Committee divided :—Ayes 140; Noes 
203.—(Division List No. 82.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I should be 
pleased to go on with these Amendments. 
They were put down in the interests of 
the larger cesspayers, and I am really 
surprised at the action of the Govern- 
ment in refusing to accept them. 
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Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I move to 
add at the end of Clause 5: “Section 106 
of the Grand Juries (Ireland) Act, 1836, 
is hereby repealed.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anpD 
MEANS: It would be more convenient 
to move that as an Amendment to the 
schedule of Acts repealed. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I submit, 
Sir, that if I bring it on on the schedule 
it will not effect the object I have in 
view. What this clause does is to trans- 
fer certain business from the grand juries 
to the county courts—namely, the busi- 
ness relating to malicious injuries; and 
if I move to omit the section from the 
schedule, all I can do is to leave the 
business in the hands of the grand juries. 


*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS avr 
MEANS: What I suggest is that, 
as the Amendment is really to repeal 
a certain section, the proper place to ask 
the assent of the Committee is when the 
Repeal Schedule is under consideration. 
There is a schedule mentioned in Clause 
68 which proposes to repeal Acts and 
portions of Acts of Parliament in connec- 
tion with this Bill. That is the proper 
place to raise the question of the honour- 
able Member’s Amendment. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Yeu have, 
Mr. Lowther, yourself given a reason why 
the Amendment should be now con- 
sidered. The repeals in the schedule 
are repeals consequent on the passage of 
the Bill. The repeal which I propose is 
not a repeal consequent on _ the 
passage of the Bill, but it is a 
substantive Amendment of the law 
quite relevant to the subject under dis 
cussion. I submit it is the constant 
practice to have at the end of a Bill a 
schedule of repeals consequent on the 
passage of the Bill, but, in addition, there 
is a repeal which involves a change in 
the law, and that class of repeal is always 
embodied in the Bull itself. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I think it would be very 
inconvenient to have repeals of some 
Acts in the Bill itself and of some in the 
schedule of the Bill. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: It has been 
done. 
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*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: It is a very inconvenient 
practice. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I do not 
wish to press the matter, but I submit, 
Sir, you are laying down an important 
Parliamentary precedent in now deciding 
that all repeals must be in the schedule. 
I submit it is a departure from previous 
procedure, and it lays down a new 
Parliamentary doctrine for the first time. 


*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: If it is a new one I am quite 
prepared to take the responsibility. 


The question “That Clause 5 as 
amended stand part of the Bill” put 
and agreed to. 


Question put “That Clause 6 stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. H. 0. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): With reference to the Amendment 
of the honourable Member for North 
Belfast, I wish to know whether it will 
be necessary to move it now or to defer 
it until another part of the Bill dealing 
with the special circumstances of the 
city of Belfast is reached! If the right 
honourable Gentleman will assure me 
that it will be competent for my honour- 
able Friend to move the Amendment at 
a later stage, in connection with the con- 
solidation of rates in the city of Belfast, 
I will defer it ; otherwise, I beg to move 
the Amendment now. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will cer- 
tainly give my honourable Friend the 
assurance he asks for. The question can 
be raised later. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX I do not 
think there is any reason why there 
should be in a county borough rather 
than anywhere else two rate-collecting 
authorities. I do not know what the 
opinion of Belfast may be on the point, 
but I do know that a great many people 
in Belfast complain greatly of the fact 
that there are three ratecollecting 
authorities in the city. There is the 
water rate levied by the Water Commis- 
sioners, a number of rates collected by 
the borough, and the poor rate. They 
think that is a great nuisance, and it is 
certainly very desirable that all rates 
should be collected in one rate, and by 
one authority. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am quite 
content with the assurance of the right 
honourable Gentleman that the matter 
can be discussed at a later stage. 


Mr. CLANCY: I am astonished that 
the Government have an open mind on 
the question, because, when asked by my 
honourable Friend the Member for Water. 
ford a short time ago if they proposed it 
with reference to Dublin, the Chief Secre- 
tary stated they did not. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No; I 
stated that I would express no opinion. 


Mr. CLANCY: That is exactly what I 
complain of. The right henourable 
Gentleman did express an opinion in 
answer to the question to which I refer. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I did not 


desire to discuss the subject then. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I do not 
propose the omission of sub-section (b) 
to cut down in any way the powers of 
the county councils, but it does occur to 
me that some of the powers covered by 
the two Acts mentioned in it should be 
discharged, not by the county councils, 
but by the district councils. With 
regard to the second Act, ] need not say 
anything. It is an Act for the destruc 
tion of the Colorado beetle, passed at a 
time of considerable panic. The insects 
were destroying the potato crop in 
Canada, and it was feared that they 
might be introduced into Ireland and 
commit similar ravages there. The Bill 
was passed through Parliament in a great 
hurry, and, so far as I am aware, it has 
never had any operation in England. 
But the first Act—the Diseases of 
Animals Act, 1894—is very important. 
It is at present administered by the 
boards of guardians in their character as 
the local sanitary authority, and the pro 
posal now is that the powers conferred 
by the Act should be transferred from 
the local sanitary authorities to the 
county councils. Take the county of 
Cork. There are at present, I think, in 
the county 19 boards of guardians, and, 
however they may be reduced, you will 
not get them down below 16 Unions. 
This gives within the county of Cork 
16 sanitary authorities all working 
locally; and it appears to me to be a 
more effective method of carrying out 
the very important duties under the 
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Act than to have one central body in 
each county, and to transfer to it these 
duties. Now, each of these local bodies 
have, I understand, a sanitary inspector 
and, apparently, one of the resuits oi 
passing this sub-section will be that in 
the county of Cork there will be 16 
sanitary inspectors deprived of employ- 
ment, and all empowered to come down 
on the county for compensation. But 
apart from any mere temporary matters 
of this kind, it does appear to me that 
the proper authority to administer the 
Cattle Diseases Act is the local sanitary 
authority and not the county council. 
Under the Act it is provided that the 
local sanitary authority may exercise its 
powers by committee, and a committie 
of that kind should be, in fact, sitting in 
permanence. Now, in the case of the 
local authority, there is sometimes a 
weekly meeting, otherwise a fortnightly 
meeting; whereas tle county councils 
may meet only once a quarter. There- 
fore, it appears to me that it is unwise 
to substitute for a local committee a 
central body of a somewhat necessarily 
unwieldy character, which will not act 
locally and often, and, therefore, will not 
always be in a position to deal with 
matters of urgency as they arise. I am 
aware that the more important powers 
under the Act are not exercised locally, 
but by the Lord Lieutenant in Council ; 
but there are important duties which 
have to be discharged locally, and the 
proper hodv to carry out these duties is 
the local body, and not the county council. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The expert 
advice which I have been able to 
obtain with regard to this Bill points 
to the conclusion that large areas 
are better and more convenient than 
small ones for the administration of 
this Bill. It wopld be perfectly compe- 
tent for the county council to appoint a 
leading professor ; therefore the objection 
raised by the honourable Member oppo- 
site is not likely to be a serious one. 
Now that county councils are to be set 
up in Ireland it is very desirable that they 
should be entrusted with the powers to 
which the honourable Member has 
referred. As regards the veterinary sur- 
geons, of course it will be open for the 
county councils to demand the appoint- 
ment of a better staff, and it will be per- 
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fectly competent for them to appoint 
special committees to perform the duties 
now discharged by the guardians under 
the Diseases of Animals Act. 


*Lorv EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
(Cricklade, Wilts): I would ask the 
honourable Member not to press his 
Amendment, because I am sure that 
all agriculturists, whether occupiers or 
experts, will confirm the view which 
has fallen from the Chief Secretary, 
that the larger area is the best to cope 
with the stamping out of disease. Some 
years age I was appointed to act as 
Chairman of the Departmental Com- 
mittee of the Board of Agricul- 
ture on swine fever, and_ the 
Legislature subsequently adopted the 
recommendations of that Committee. We 
had unanimous evidence from experts 
that the larger area was the better one. 
Of course I am quite willing to grant that 
that inquiry was specially directed to 
having a larger area than even the 
county, so as to hand over these 
Acts in certain cases from the county 
authority to the larger administration 
of the Board of Agriculture in Eng- 
land, and to the Lord Lieutenant 
in Ireland. Now that has been done, 
and has become general by Acts passed 
in regard to swine fever. But, even with 
this larger area—as I have experienced in 
my own county—under the English 
administration the upper hand has not 
yet been got of this terrible disease from 
which the farmer is suffering more at 
present than from any other disease. 
There is one point which the honourable 
Member raised which is a very interesting 
point, and ought not to be lost sight of 
by the Committee, and that is with regard 
to compensation. I cannot help thinking 
that it would be a mistake to fill up this 
Bill with clauses and claims tending 
necessarily to loss of office and compen-- 
sation, for probably in most cases the 
county council would be able to offer the 
work connected with the stamping out of 
these diseases to these same gentlemen 
who at present hold the appointments, 
and then they would work as subordi- 
nates under the county council. In that 
manner they would be debarred from 
making any claims for compensation. 

Sm T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): T 
do not think the question of compensa- 
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tion arises in this matter, because in 
the case of swine fever the inspectors 
are employed by the boards of guardians. 
I think on the whole that the Amend- 
ment of my honourable Friend is a good 
one. In order to cope effectively with 
the disease, rapidity of action is the 
essence of the cure ; therefore I think the 
local district councils would be the best 
authority to deal with it. I do not know 
whether the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
intends our county councils to meet 
quarterly, or not, because that raises 
another consideration, and I should like 
to know in what part of the Bill that 
question will arise. 

Mr. J. LLOYD WHARTON (York, 
W.R., Ripon): I think the Committee of 
the county council could be very well left 
to deal with this question. They could be 
summoned as often as required, and 
might be entrusted with greater powers, 
and that system would be far more popu- 
lar, and I think the work would be done 
in a more satisfactory way. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think it is a 
matter we may fairly leave to the respon- 
sibilities of the Government. There 
is a little matter I wish to allude to. We 
are now in the month of May, and this 
new body will not be elected for a year, 
and the question is whether they should 
be transferred from the appointed day. 


*Mr. JASPER TULLY I do not 
think that the Amendment proposed by 
the honourable Member for Cork will 
work in the direction of economy. He 
has given us the case of Cork, with its 
16 veterinary surgeons. My experience of 
other parts of Ireland is that the unions, 
instead of each having a veterinary sur- 
geon, try to group themselves together 
and appoint one veterinary surgeon. But 
that system has resulted in a good deal of 
friction between the unions, and does not 
work harmoniously. I think it will be 
best, after all, to trust to the county 
councils in this matter. They will be 
elected by the ratepayers and the house- 
holders of the county, and I think we can 
trust that in a matter like this they will 
select, instead of the 16 or 17 required 
in Cork, four or five competent veteri- 
nary surgeons to do the work of the whole 
county. We shall also get rid of the 
expense which is at present incurred for 
doing the work under the Cattle Diseases 
Sir T. G. Esmonde. 
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Act. The boards of guardians are sup- 
posed to be the authority, but they really 
have very little to do, for the county 
council usurp the whole power them. 
selves. At present four or five clerks are 
required to transact any nominal busi- 
ness where one would do. The county 
council could pay a higher salary, and 
would get a better man for the work. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: After the 
opinions which have been expressed, I 
beg leave to withdraw my Amendment. 

Mr. CLANCY: I am sorry the honour. 
able Member is going to withdraw 
his Amendment with regard to 
veterinary inspectors. You will have 
to compensate the clerks to the 
boards of guardians, who will lose a 
certain amount of their income under 
this Act. Not only this, but you will 
have to pay additional sums, and it seems 
to me that as regards the question of 
expense it is a very serious matter. 
One honourable Member said he was 
afraid that a uniform system could not be 
adopted. This is one of those matters 
which the Government at “ublin Castle 
have taken right good care to keep to 
themselves. Not only does this ridiculous 
arrangement exist at present, but the 
guardians can also appoint one set of in- 
spectors, and then another inspector may 
be appointed to look after them, and to 
do the very same work. I know one case 
where the same man was appointed for 
both positions. There is no fear what- 
ever, as long as the Castle at Dublin 
has the appointing of these inspectors, 
that a uniform system will ever be 
adopted. I think you will have to com- 
pensate veterinary inspectors also for loss 
of income. An officer who holds office 
under the Council is “a person ap- 
pointed on the 21st March.” There 
fore you will have to compensate 
the veterinary inspectors, and you will 
have to also compensate the clerks of the 
boards of guardians, and finally you will 
have to pay an additional sum to the 
clerks of the county councils. 

Mr. A. F. JEFFREYS (Hants, North): 
I am surprised that honourable Genile- 
men opposite, instead of demanding 
compensation for the veterinary sur 
geons, are not asking for compensation for 
the poor farmers, for they are the people 
who suffer the most from swine fever. 
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As to the veterinary surgeons, I never 
heard of giving them compensation, for 
generally they have no fixed salary, but 
are paid according to the amount of work 
they do. What we really want is—and it 
will be very much better—to entrust the 
power under the Act to the larger autho- 
rity rather than to a smaller one, and I 
would remind honourable Gentlemen of 
this, that the county council often dele- 
gate their powers to smaller bodies 
appointed by the local authorities who 
have some cognisance of the disease, and 
who report to the central authority, and 
take steps to stamp out the disease. I 
am sure that they will prefer the larger 
authority, and by this arrangement you 
will have a very much better chance of 
stamping out the disease. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour): I quite agree with the right 
honourable Gentleman in the way he 
is dealing with this portion of the 
Act, but I am not quite certain 
that the question of compensation 
will not arise. In some cases the veteri- 
nary surgeon is appointed by the board 
of guardians at a salary. In other cases 
he is paid by the amount of work he 
does. and the number of cases he has to 
deal with. I think it is very question- 
able whether if a veterinary surgeon is 
appointed by salary it is not a case for 
compensation. But I think that can be 
met, because this Bill does not propose 
to increase the number of veterinary 
officers, and the county councils have the 
power of appointing those officers to 
whom they would have to pay compen- 
sation. I do not agree with the Member 
for North Dublin that the clerks of the 
boards of guardians will be entitled to 
compensation. They are appointed at 
a salary, and, in addition to that salary, 
they get an allowance for the discharging 
of certain duties under this Act. The 
Government at no time can take away 
these duties, and there is no clerk of any 
union who can allege a right to compen- 
sation. The duties they are called upon 
to discharge are in addition to their 
duties as clerks of urions, and the 
moment that is taken away they have 
no duties to discharge; therefore they 
have no claim, in my mind, to compensa- 
tion. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: The _ honour- 
able Member seems to think that we are 
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concerned chiefly in getting compensa- 
tion for these veterinary surgeons, and 
that we are not concerned at all about 
the farmers. But I think we are con- 
cerned in exactly the opposite way, for 
we are concerned about the farmers. I 
quite agree with what was said by the 
noble Lord, that it would be better to 
have the larger area and not the smaller 
one. I think the argument used by my 
honourable and learned Friend in moving 
this Amendment was hardly applicable. 
The board of guardians meets very fre- 
quently, and it does not always happen 
that there will be a meeting of the 
council when there is a meeting of the 
guardians. But apart from that, look- 
ing at it on the broad grounds, I think 
it would be better to have the wider 
area. I think, however, that we should 
secure, before passing this Bill, that the 
change from the smaller to the wider 
area shall not constitute a legal claim 
for compensation. As I read the Bill 
as it now stands there would be a good 
claim in law, but not in any other way, 
for compensation. The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland seemed to think that this 
was not so, but if he looks to the defini- 
tion clause at the word “office,” he will 
find it has a very broad one. It is on 
page 39, and it reads— 

“The expression ‘ office’ includes any office, 

situation, or employment, and the expression 
‘ officer’ shall be construed accordingly.” 
It is clear that even if it is not an office 
in the ordinary sense of the word, it is 
an employment, and therefore I think 
the veterinary inspector is clearly an 
existing officer, and, I believe, would be 
entitled in law to compensation. Section 
72 reads— 

“Where business of any authority is trans- 
ferred by, or in pursuance of, this Act to any 
county or district council, the existing officers 
of that authority employed in that business, and 
not in any other business of that authority, 
shall become the officers of the council of that 
county or district.” 

That would mean a veterinary inspector 
employed in any part of the county by 
a board of guardians, who would become 
an officer for that county. I think, 
therefore, that it is quite clear that this 
does require some further consideration. 
I think it would be easy to secure that 
these men should have, after an appoint- 
ment by the council, the same sphere 
of duties as they have at present. It 
seems to me that the clause as it stands 
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would create a deal of confusion, and 
would be almost certain to cause claims 
to be made for compensation. That 
being so, I hope, if my honourable 
Friend withdraws the Amendment now, 
that this matter will be considered before 
we come to Section 72 of the Act, and 
that the Chief Secretary will see that the 
Bill does not give compensation in these 
cases, if there is a general opinion in the 
House that there ought not to be any 
compensation. 


Local Government 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 
rather regrettable that we should 
have to discuss the question of 


compensation here at this stage, because 
we are likely to hear so much more of 
it hereafter. I do not think the Bill will 
give compensation to those officers who 
have been alluded to in the course of the 
Debate. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: In the Eng- 
lish Act they have the power of delegat- 
ing their authority to any other smaller 
authority. They have that power under 
Section 31. As the Enéglish county 
councils have been given this power, I 
certainly think that the Irish county 
councils ought to have the same power. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


*Mr. P. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I 
beg leave to move the following Amend- 
ment— 

“Clause 6, page 3, line 31, at end, add— 
‘County councils shall have the same power 
of administering the Explosives Act, as that 
possessed by the English councils.’ Clause 6, 
page 3, line 31, at end, add—‘(c) the business 
of the justices in petty sessions under the 
Explosives Act, 1875.’” 

I trust the right honourable Gentle- 
man who has charge of this Bill will see 
the necessity of accepting my Amend- 
ment. The magistrates are the local 
authorities for the administration of the 
Explosives Act. They appoint the in- 
spectors under the Act, but they do not 
pay them. The board of guardians are 
compelled to pay them at whatever 
salaries the magistrates choose to fix, and 
this is an anomaly of which boards of 

guardians loudly complain. Now, I 
think the business of the justices under 
the Explosives Act should be delegated 
to the county councils. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With 
regard to these officers who are 
paid by the guardians, honourable 


Mr. Kno. 
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Members opposite are aware that 
the Government have declared themselves 
against this practice, and we intend, at 
a later stage of the Bill, to introduce g 
clause with the object of putting an end 
to the system. Seeing that these duties 
will be carried out by the Government, 
free of charge to the local authority, | 
do not myself think there is any neces- 
sity under the circumstances that any 
such Amendment should be adopted. T 
would suggest that, unless the power to 
appoint the officer ceases, it is obvious 
that this Amendment should be with- 
drawn. If it is desired, I will accept the 
Amendment, if the following words be 
added— 

“Except the power to appoint any officer, 
which power shall cease.” 

Sr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will not accept this Amend- 
ment, but let the clause stand as it is. 


Amendment, with additional words 
added, agreed to. 


Clause 6 agreed to. 
Cuavse 7. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I 


move— 

“Clause 7, page 3, line 33, leave out ‘but,’ 

and insert ‘and may charge any expenses 
incurred by them cs such on any part of their 
county for the requirements of which such 
expenses have been incurred. In the case of a 
county council the local rate for the purposes 
of the said Acts shall be the county fund as 
hereinafter defined. A county council may 
borrow for the purposes of the said Acts in 
like manner as it is hereinafter empowered to 
borrow for any other purpose.’” 
It will be remembered that the stumbling 
block of the English Compulsory Educa- 
tion Bill was because the local rate to be 
paid was not clearly defined. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 
dealt with by Section 48. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Yes; but 
Section 48 simply relates to general 
county affairs. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
honourable Member will look up Section 
48 he will find that it reads— 


“And the expenses of a county council 
under those Acts shall be county-at-large or 


beg to 


district charges, according as that council 
direct.” 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman accept the 
second sentence, taken from the English 
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Act—because I think it is necessary. As 
the Bill stands, the expense will go for 
the whole county, but it is very desirable 
that if the county council were to assist 
any particular locality which induced 
them to exercise these powers they 
should be able to charge that to the 
council. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member’ has __ evidently 
not looked at the sub-section which 
I have just read, which does apply 
to the rate, and also allows the county 
council to charge either the district or 
the county at large. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Then I do 


not move. 
Amendment withdrawn. 


On Clause 7 (Powers of County Council 
as to Technical Education), 


Mr. VESEY KNOX moved, as an 
Amendment— 

“Page 3, line 36, leave out ‘authority,’ and 
insert ‘borough council.’ ” 
He pointed out that the clause provided 
that a county council should be a local 
authority within the meaning of the 
Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 and 
1891, but that the section should not 
prevent any other local authority under 
the Acts from acting concurrently with 
the county council for the promotion of 
technical education. He thought it was 
very desirable that there should be large 
areas in respect to technical education, 
and, speaking generally, it was, in his 
opinion, most undesirable that there 
should be any smaller area than a county. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 
some difficulty in connection with this 
clause, owing to the fact that in Ireland 
district councils already have powers. The 
Government have only proposed in the 
Bill an intermediate course. No doubt 
the whole question of technical education 
in Ireland will have to come before the 
House, and be treated in a fuller manner 
than it is possible to treat it in the pre- 
sent Bill. Meanwhile, I suggest to the 
Committee that the course we propose is 
the best. 


*Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: I 
would urge that the view of the Chief 
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Secretary should be accepted. In 
the English Act there is a little sub- 
section which may have escaped atten- 
tion, under which a local rural authority 
can, under certain circumstances, rate 
itself for the purpose of technical educa. 
tion. I am acquainted with one case in 
which this was done. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The powers of local 
bodies, instead of being in any way cur- 
tailed, should be extended and enlarged. 
In the English counties the local bodies 
are in a much better position with regard 
to technical education than we are in Ire- 
land, because a portion of the Customs and 
Excise duties have been handed over to 
the English local bodies, to be applied to 
the purposes of technical education. We 
have nothing of that kind in Ireland. The 
grant in Ireland is applied to a totally 
different purpose. I have in my hand the 
Report of the Cork Agricultural School, 
and in that Report attention is called to 
the fact that in the years 1896 and 1897 
there was spent by the English counties 
a sum of £78,000 for the purpose of 
furthering technical education. I believe 
that, compared with what is spent in 
other countries, £78,000 is not a very 
large sum for England; but when com. 
pared with Ireland. the expenditure of 
anything like £78,000 is very munificent 
indeed. One of the great wants in Ire- 
land is an improved system of technical 
education, and I am glad, Sir, to learn 

om the right honourable Gentleman that 
he proposes to deal with the whole 
matter at a later date, and in a Bill which 
will be more cognate to the subject. Now 
that the right honourable Gentleman has 
made that announcement, I do not think 
it fair to press on the Commititee the 
proposal which I had put on the Paper 
in the form of a subsequent Amendment. 
I take the view that there may be many 
cases in which local authorities, dealing 
with a smaller area than that of acounty, 
might, with good results, contribute to 
some local school which the county would 
not desire to contribute to, or could not 
be fairly expected to. The penny in 


the pound which could be raised in a 
small area is quite small enough, and 


to cut it down by dividing the penny 
between the county council and the local 
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authority is really to diminish the amount 
to an extent which would make the power 
to contribute not worth talking about. 
In Cork, and in other localities in Ire- 
land, we are continually having com- 
plaints as to the totally, and almost dis- 
gracefully, inadequate manner in which 
technical instruction is dealt with in our 
schools. Why, Sir, the local school in 
Cork—the Cork Agricultural School— 
which has done such good work, has been 
struggling for years, as the right honour- 
able Gentleman knows. Its governors 
have approached Chief Secretary after 
Chief Secretary in a vain attempt to get 


from the Government anything like an 


adequate sum to enable it to keep up 
with the wants of the district. So far, 
however, we have failed to make any 
impression on the Government, and we 
are left to our local resources. My desire 
is that the powers of making these con- 
tributions by local authorities should be 
increased rather than diminished. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: 
the statement made 
Secretary that the whole question 
of technical education in Ireland 
will be treated in a more compre- 
hensive manner in a future Bill, I shall 
withdraw my Amendment. At the same 
time, I do think it is almost absurd to 
have a penny rate divided in its expen- 
diture. 


In view of 


by the Chief 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. H. C. PLUNKETT (Dublin Co., 8.) 
moved the following Amendment— 

“Page 3, line 40, at end, to add— ‘ Provided 
further that nothing in this section contained 
shall affect any scheme or provision for techni- 
cal or manual instruction instituted or made 
by any local authority before the passing of 
this Act, or the continued payment, after the 
passing of this Act, of any aid in pursuance of 
such scheme, or provision by such authority.” 


I understand the right honourable Gentle 
man is willing to accept this Amendment 
with some qualification. I will not delay 
the time of the House, but will ask him 
to state what qualification he requires. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I suggest 
that the words “or provisions” should be 
left out in the second line of the Amend- 
ment, and in the last line of the Amend- 
ment. The word “scheme” occurs already 
in the section. 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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Mr. PLUNKETT: I accept that, and 


move my Amendment with those words 
deleted. 


Amendment adopted. 


Clause 7 then agreed to. 


CLAUSE 8. 


On Clause 8 (Expenses, and Deter- 
mination by County Council, of Main 
Roads), 


Mr. T. M. HEALY, in moving the 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
honourable Member for West Islington, 
namely— 


“ Page 3, line 41, leave out ‘one half of,’” 


said he regarded this clause as one of 
the most important in the Bill. He 
objected that one half of the expense of 
the maintenance, enlargement, or im- 
provement of any main road should be 
levied on the administrative county, and 
the other half upon the county districts 
in which the road was situated. All the 
charges for the great main roads of a 
county should be placed upon the county 
rates. This clause was of enormous impor- 
tance, and ought to be considered spe 
cially by a Select Committee. At present 
it was very unsatisfactory to know that 
the persons who would have to determine 
as to what were main roads,,. and as to 
the charges upon them, would be _ the 
county councils, who could not be 
regarded as bodies likely to deal with the 
matter impartially. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said it was 
his intention, on Clause 22, to introduce 
Amendments which would meet the objec- 
tions of the honourable Gentleman. 
One Amendment would provide that 
the council of any urban district 
might undertake the entire manage- 
ment of the main roads in _ the 
district, the expenses of which were at 
present leviable on the county at large, 
upon such terms as might be agreed upon 
between the parties, and approved by the 
Local Government Board. That would 
give power to the urban districts to take 
over the management of the main roads. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Will the Bill, as pro- ~ 
posed now to be amended, interfere with 
the difference between urban districts 
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and county districts, which was decided 
upon a long Debate? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The effect 
of the second part of that Amendment 
will be to preserve that arrangement. 
With regard to what fell from the honour- 
able and learned Gentleman the Member 
for North Louth as to Belfast, I might 
say that any obligations under which 
selfast and Derry now stand to the sur- 
rounding country will be adjusted under 
the Act. They will not, by merely being 
constituted county boroughs, be freed 
from any of their present obligations. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the matter was 
very obscure. He held that a main road, 
other than a main road in a borough or 
town, ought to be maintained wholly at 
the expense of the county authority. It 
was absurd that the cost of maintaining 
the roads which were the real arteries of 
traffic, such as the road running from 
Dublin to Howth, should not be borne by 
the county at large. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


a district charge. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: My suggestion is 
that the charges for the great main roads 
should be county charges. Under the old, 
antiquated system, when a mail cart 
travelled upon a road, that made it a 
main road, which was absurd. You now 
propose to abolish the mail cart distinc- 
tion, but you leave the question of half- 
charge where it was. 


It will be 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE: I think the 
Committee will not complain if oppor- 
tunity is taken on this Amendment to 
raise a discussion upon certain important 
matters connected with the question of the 
roads. In my opinion, it may, perhaps, 
result in the saving of a considerable por- 
tion of time if a few observations, at any 
rate,. are made upon this question, which 
1s not only an important one, but I might 
almost say a dangerous one. In the first 
place I would like to say, without any 
desire to enlarge upon the subject, but 
much rather with a view to future legis- 
lation, that I regret that the Government 
have not thought fit to adopt the sug- 
gestion of the honourable Member for 
Louth, and throw the whole of the 
expense of the main roads upon the 
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county. I may remind the Committee, 
perhaps, of what happened in England 
and also in Scotland, I believe, but cer- 
tainly in England. An Act was passed 
by Mr. Sclater-Booth, when President cf 
the Local Government Board, to the 
effect that one-half of the main 
road charges should be thrown upon 
the county, and the other half upon 
the local sanitary authorities, which 
were practically the same as the urban 
districts are now. No doubt. that was a 
considerable step in advance for the year 
1878 ; but it became quite clear after ten 
years’ working that it was far better to 
throw the whole charge of the main roads 
upon the county fund, and that step was 
taken in the Act of 1888, and the year 
after it was done in Scotland by an 
analogous Measure. No doubt there 
may exist reasons in regard to Ireland 
which may have induced the right 
honourable Gentleman to adopt the same 
rather slow procedure which we had in 
England, and thus confer upon Ireland, or 
rather inflict upon Ireland, a period of 
ten years during which there is to be 
this division of charge. I rather regret 
that the right honourable Gentleman has 
not had the courage of the opinion of his 
English colleagues, and that he has not 
assimilated the law between Ireland and 
England as the law was assimilated be- 
tween England and Scotland in regard 
to charge. Outside this matter. there 1s 
a second point, and it is one to which 
I really desire to ask the most 
earnest attention of the Chief Secretary 
and his legal advisers. We in England 
have had something like nine years’ 
litigation between the county councils and 
the urban councils upon the point which 
the honourable Member for Louth has 
brought before the attention of the 
House. Even now some of these points 
are not yet settled. Others are only im- 
perfectly settled, and in the course of 
the discussions which have taken place 
in the courts of law very severe language 
has been used by at least one of the 
judges in regard to the bad drafting of 
the clauses in the English Act on the 
relations between the urban councils and 
the county councils. I do not wish to 
weary the Committee by a long state- 
ment of what these points are, nor do I 
want to try and inflict my own individual 
opinion upon the Committee, but I do 
hope that by the time we reach the 
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Amendment, which the Chief Secretary 
has put down he and his legal advisers 
will do their best to make themselves 
acquainted with the English decisions, as 
far as they touch the question in Ireland, 
and will attempt to save the Irish county 
councils and urban district councils that 
very long litigation which the English 
county councils have been subjected to 
by the clause which was inserted in Com- 
mittee in the English Act. The honour- 
able Member for South Dublin has placed 
an Amendment on the Paper, which he has 
informed me he now intends to withdraw, 
which proposed to include the identical 
words which were in the English Act. 
I am very glad to hear that he intends 
so doing, because it was upon these very 
words that this protracted and expensive 
litigation arose. In the first place, there 
was a point as to whether a footway was 
or was not part of the road. I do not 
mean an ordinary gravel footpath 
only, but a pavement—even an as- 
phalted pavement, or other  pave- 
ment of the most expensive kind. 
That was a matter in which thousands of 
pounds were involved. The whole ques- 
tion of the entire paving of large towns 
through which main roads ran was in- 
volved, and the urban councils went to 
law with the county councils upon the 
point as to whether the county councils 
should pay for the maintenance of such 
paving, and beat them. I do not think it 
was at all understood in this House at 
the time that that was going to be the 
law. That was the result of a test case, 
which was taken up to the House of 
Lords, and decided as I have described ; 
but even when the highest court in the 
ianc had decided that the county 
councils were to maintain footways, 
whether of expensive stone or common 
gravel, other difficult points remained 
which have not yet been settled. I beg 
the Committee to understand that I only 
mention these things to show how impor- 
tant they are, and with a view to saving 
Irish county councils, if possible, from 
the enormous expense and worrying liti- 
gation to which the English county coun- 
cils have been subjected. As I was saying, 
there still remained other points. After 
it was decided that the county councils 
were to bear the paving expenses, there 
remained unsettled the question as tu 


Lord E. Fitzmaurice. 
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whether the decision meant the whole 
of the expense. or part of it; and to 
this day there exist the widest differ- 
ences of practice. Only this morning | 
was reading an account of what was done 
in the county of Derry. There they pay 
one-half of the expense. In my own 
county. we pay the whole, whilst 
others pay two-thirds and others three 
fourths. Then there is the point, where 
the urban council has contracted a loan, 
as to whether the county council must 
repay the instalments. A decision has 
been given on that point of law, and it 
may be appealed against any day; but 
at present the law is believed to be thai 
the county council can be called upon to 
repay the instalments of a loan from year 
to year. Then there is a question with 
regard to the interest on Loans, upon 
which litigation is pending at this 
moment. That is a very important point, 
in regard to which thousands of pounds 
are involved. Here, at last, I think the 
county council have got the best of it. 
These are practical points. I do not want 
to weary the Committee with re- 
gard to them, but I hope I have 
shown the Committee that these 
are exceedingly important matters, 
and that the Chief Secretary ant 
his colleagues will be doing a great ser- 
vice to the county councils and the rate 
payers of Ireland generally. if they will 
take these matters into their serious con- 
sideration, with a view to seeing whether 
the Irish ratepayers cannot be saved from 
wasting enormous sums of money in 
costly litigation, which has been the 
unfortunate lot of the county councils of 
England. This litigation has lasted 
now for a period of nine years, and 
is not yet concluded. My object in put- 
ting down an Amendment to the Amend- 
ment proposed by the honourable Mem- 
ber for South Dublin was because in 
his Amendment he followed the clause in 
the English Act word by word. Now, on 
the clause in the English Act, besides 
those I have mentioned, another very 
important point has been raised, which 
has never yet got into a court of law, but 
I hold in my hand a copy of counsel’s 
opinion on the matter, and that opinion 
is the best that can be obtained. That 
question is this—and it would arise upon 
the very words that the honourable Mem- 
ber wished to introduce—if an urban 
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council wishes to widen a street, and 
buys a house and land, and raises a loan 
for the sole purpose of that extension, can 
they not claim that extension as a matter 
of right as an improvement of the main 
road? The word “enlargement” is left 
out of the English Act. The county 
council has therefore refused to pay, 
and the best opinion that can be had 
is that the county council are right. 
The urban councils are very far 
from pleased with that opinion, and 
in all probability they will go to law 
upon the point. I trust that I have 
shown the Committee that these are 
important points of law which may in- 
volve the Irish county council in expen- 
sive litigation, and, what is worse, may 
lead to a great deal of ill-feeling and bad 
blood. I would therefore most strongly 
urge upon the Government that they 
should give their earnest attention to 
the points I have mentioned, and which 
I have only mentioned with a view of 
endeavouring to improve the Bill and 
render its working as smooth as possible. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I entirely 
appreciate the views which have been 
expressed by the noble Lord. But with 
regard to the question of throwing upon 
the county the whole of the charge of 
the main roads with which he began his 
speech, I would remind him that the 
circumstances in Ireland are not the same 
as they are in England and Scotland. 
The main roads in England and Scotland 
were invariably turnpike roads in the 
first instance. That system of turnpike 
roads has never been adopted in Ireland, 
and in this Bill we are simply proposing 
to maintain the existing system, under 
which part of the expense of maintaining 
these main roads is to be borne by the 
barony and the other part by the county 
council. There were reasons why we 
should not follow in the Irish Bill the 
precedent set in England and Scotland. 
Then as regards some of these legal 
points, I have had some of them before 
me. I know very well that there are 
difficult points involved, but under the 
provisions of our Bill these questions 
are hardly likely to arise, because the 
effect of the Amendment of which I have 
had copies handed round will be practi- 
cally that the urban district councils will 
take over the whole management and 
maintenance of the roads. The question 
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of pavement, the question of enlarge- 
ment, the question of improvement are 
questions which I shall be prepared to 
consider. It appears to me _ that 
the easiest way of avoiding the 
expensive litigation referred to by the 
noble Lord. would be to make each urban 
council take over the roads which will be 
given to it by this Amendment, either 
upon terms agreed upon to the county 
council, or upon terms fixed by the 
Local Government Board. The urban 
district council will, as a matter of fact, 
now find it better to take over the im- 
provement and enlargement of urban 
roads. 


*Mr. LOUGH: It seems to me that it 
would be desirable if we could avoid some 
of the larger questions which have been 
raised, and also the question of towns, 
which has been referred to. My inten- 
tion was only to refer to the roads in 
country districts in Ireland, and to sug- 
gest that it would be much more con- 
venient if the cost of maintaining them 
were levied over the whole county, rather 
than that there should be an account as 
to each road between the urban district 
council and the county council. The only 
argument that the Chief Secretary has 
given to the Committee is that the 
case in Ireland is not exactly the same 
as it is in England, where the roads were 
turnpike roads. That argument only 
carries us a very short way. I should 
like the Chief Secretary to take into 
consideration the Irish circumstances, and 
if he does that I think he will see that 
there are a great many reasons for adopt- 
ing the suggestion that no division of 
charges should take place. If my 
Amendment were adopted, it would 
require one or two subsequent Amend- 
ments. I think the Amendment which 
the right honourable Gentleman has sug- 
gested with regard to the towns rather 
supports my argument. He says that 
there is an advantage in allowing the 
urban districts to acquire the full control 
of the roads if they desire to do so. Very 
well, then, there is an exactly similar 
advantage in allowing the county council 
to have full control of the main roads in 
rural districts if they desire to do so. 
Rather than have a variety of authorities 
contesting as to what should be charged, 
and how it should be charged, I suggest 
that the full control should be given to 








75 


the county council, and that the county 
council shall be obliged to levy a full 
rate. 


Mr. G. BALFOUR: I suggest a divi- 
sion of charges. 

*Mr. LOUGH: That is my point. I 
think that this division of charges will 
be extremely inconvenient, because many 
difficult questions will arise which would 
be entirely avoided if the simple method 
were adopted of allowing the council 
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to have full control. In the first 
place, there wl be different caleu- 
lations us to how much should be 
paid between the district council 


and the county council of a particular 
district, and as to whether the county 
council is spending too much upon a 
particular road. I think that strife of 
this kind should be avoided, and it would 
be a great deal better that the whole 
matter should be left to the care of the 
county council, There is another point 
in connection with this matter which I 
would ask the Chief Secretary to con- 
sider, which appeals to me _ strongly. 
A road in a county may be of 
greater use to a district which it does 
not pass through than to some other dis- 
trict which it does pass through. Take 
the case of a road passing a quarry or a 
mine in a particular district, two miles 
from the main road, and the mineral has 
to be brought out on to the main road 
and carried a long way ; supposing that 
the quarry happened to be in a different 
district from the one in which the main 
road lay. Now, that district would sutier 
a hardship, it would be paying half the 
cost of maintaining a road which mainly 
benefited a neighbouring district which 
was not obliged to contribute. There 
you would have a bone of contention 
thrust upon the county. I do not think 
that the Chief Secretary has given a 
single argument as to why we should not 
adopt the simple expedient of having 
only one authority in the matter, and 
thus avoid all divisions and complica- 
tions. I am sure he intends giving the 
matter every consideration, but the Bill 
would be greatly simplified if provision 
were made to bring the law in Ireland 
into line with the law in England. 
Cotonen WARING: I think we might 
let this matter remain as it is. For the 
last 60 years we have been carrying on 
the business of the Committee in this 


Mr. Lough. 
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divided manner, and with these divided 
accounts, and no complication has ever 
arisen, and there have been no disputes, 
I think it would be infinitely better, and 
much less costly to allow the state of 
affairs which has gone on so long and so 
well to continue. 


Sir T. ESMONDE: I rather agree with 
the honourable and gallant Member that 
our present system of divided accounts 
has worked well in the past, and I do not 
see why we should change it. 


*Mr. TULLY: We have heard a great 

deal of the interests of townsmen and 
the interests of the countymen, but I 
know that whenever a town is cut off 
from the county the town takes care 
to make a very good bargain. I know of 
a case where a town cut itself out of 
a barony, and it has only to pay for four 
or five miles of road. The valuation of 
the town and barony is about £10,000, 
of which the barony is £6,000, but the 
barony has 20 to 30 miles of road to 
maintain at £6,000 compared with 
the four or five miles which the town 
has to maintain out of its £4,000. There 
is the case of Athlone, which got cut 
off from the county of Roscommon, and 
by so doing put up the rates of the county 
by apenny or twopence in the pound. It 
was obliged by this House to make a 
contribution of £100 a year towards the 
county rates. I think there is a great 
deal to be said in the case of a poor 
peasant who lives on the mountain side, 
who keeps, perhaps, a donkey, a cow, and a 
pig, and who has to pay for the upkeep 
of the roads used by the rich people of 
the towns, and in some cases roads over 
which traction engines go, which do not 
benefit him one bit. I think there should 
be some understanding as to what the 
effect of the Bill will be as regards the 
urban sanitary authorities. The Chief 
Secretary said that a number of the 
urban sanitary authorities would proceed 
immediately to maintain the roads inside 
their township. That would be a very 
good bargain for the towns, but I should 
like to know how it will affect the coun- 
trymen? 


Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): 


I should like to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, or the Attorney General, 


how this clause will affect a town situated 
as Sligo is situated. Sligo passed in this 
) 
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House in 1869 a local Act, called the 
Sligo Borough Improvement Act, under 
the provisions of which it was agreed that 
Sligo should be liable for a certain pro- 
portion of the county-at-large charges. 
That proportion was not a definite pro- 
portion, it was a variable proportion, 
varying according to the valuation of the 
county and the borough. At the present 
time in the borough of Sligo we are 
maintaining all our roads. We have our 
own surveyor, we pay all our officers, and, 
notwithstanding that fact, we are now 
obliged, under the provisions of the Act 
I have mentioned, to pay a certain pro- 
portion of the county-at-large charges. 
[ think that the terms contained in the 
Act of 1869 were agreed to by the 
representatives of the borough because 
it was necessary to do something to 
induce the grand jury to allow the Act to 
pass. We think that, while we are main- 
taining all our roads, and paying all our 
officers, we should not be called upon 
to pay for the county roads, whether 
main roads or not. I should like, before 
this Amendment is disposed of, to hear 
from the Chief Secretary or the Attorney 
General in what position Sligo will find 
itself when this clause is in operation. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: [am afraid, 
Mr. Lowther,that this discussion is drifting 
into a very desultory one, and I hope that 
the discussion will endeavour to confine 
itself to the particular Amendment before 
us. In answer to the honourable Member 
who has just spoken, I think he is not 
aware that certain Amendments have 
been put down to Clause 22. If Sligo 
has made such an arrangement as he 
informs us, that arrangement will be 
preserved in its entirety. 

Mr. KNOX: I venture to support this 
Amendment on its merits. The honour- 
able and gallant Member opposite thought 
it better that things should remain as 
they were, better altogether from the 
question as between county and town, 
and looking only at the rural area, with- 
out taking the town into account. But 
I think there is a strong case for spread- 
ing the whole cost of the principal roads 
of the county over the county at large. 
I think, if the honourable Member will 
consider the circumstances of Ireland, the 
case must inevitably appear much 
stronger. What happens in the counties 
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is this: the parts of the county 
which are more — prosperous— the 
more level parts of the county—are 
served by railways. The main roads 
are of smaller importance, and are 


much less used for through traffic from 
other districts. In the poorer parts, the 
more mountainous parts, especially in 
Ulster, there are main roads of the very 
greatest importance in the whole county, 
and these roads run through poor places, 
and they are maintained now half at the 
expense of the district, although they are 
in all essential particulars of much wider 
importance. I think it would be a mos: 
desirable thing to spread the cost of the 
charges for the maintenance of these 
roads over the county at large, as has 
been done in Scotland and England. I 
do not think that some of the ques- 
tions referred to by the noble Lord will 
arise under this Bill. He is, perhaps, 
aware that the system in Ireland is 
entirely different to what it is in Eng- 
land and Scotland. In England what 
happens is, that in most counties the 
main roads, if paid for by the county, are 
repaired yearly by contract by the dis- 
trict authorities; in Ireland every road 
will be maintained by the county, and 
the only question is as to who shall pay 
for it. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE 


I only 
alluded to the urban councils. 


Mr. KNOX: The questions are some- 
what different, though I admit that 
there are many points in which there 
has been a good deal of litigation under 
the English Act which we should do well 
to pay attention to. The offer made by 
the Chief Secretary that the charge for 
the widening of the road should be 
taken as part of the main‘enance 
is a valuable suggestion, which I 
hope he will see his way in carrying out. 
Then, when you come to the question 
between the rural and urban districts, 
there are in Ireland a number of local 
Acts under which the various local 
authorities have each made their own 
particular bargain. In some cases a 
local authority has made a good bargain, 
whilst in others it has made a bad 
bargain for itself owing to the changes 
which have been brought about. Some- 
times a town has gone down, whilst others 
have increased beyond all expectation. 


















































79 Local Government 


I do think now that there is a 
very strong case for revising all those 
cases, not by a Provisional Order, but by 
widening and extending the powers of 
adjustment upon a broader basis of 
equity by this Bill as it stands. I do not 
know how far the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary will see 
his way to deal with the question, but 
I do think there is very strong ground 
for revising all these local Acts on the 
broad ground of equity, if not of law. 
I imagine that the chief object of the 
Committee will be to see that the urban 
districts shall neither gain nor lose any- 
thing by this Bill. Now, I think that 
a very much wider principle ought to be 
adopted, and that a new and fair adjust- 
ment ought to be made. It is absurd 
to pay such reverence and respect to 
arrangements made in such a way as 
these were. I therefore hope that the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, if he cannot see his way to 
accept the Amendment of my honour- 
able Friend, will see his way to consider 
this point, and say whether there is not 
a good deal to be said in favour of it 
when we get to the same stage in the 
Bill upon the Report. Upon the ques- 
tion of the towns, I venture to suggest 
to the right honourable Gentleman that 
the best way to deal with the matter 
is to leave the towns altogether outside, 
and to enforce some sort of reasonable 
contribution from them. 


Mr. T. HEALY: The _ honourable 
Gentleman should remember that under 
the Act of 1871, as I understand, there 
was power to absolutely sever the towns 
from the counties, and in the case of 
Wexford the borough of Wexford was 
absolutely divorced from the county of 
Wexford, and the borough is responsible 
for no “county at large” rates. That 
was the situation in 1871, and so it 
remained until 1878, when you repealed 
what you had done in 1871, which was 
in itself a retrograde movement. Now, 
what I do press upon the Government is 
this: in my opinion there should be 
some sort of elastic clause which would 
not bind the county in a cast-iron way 
for all time. You must remember before 
this Bill is passed that if we pass this 
Measure we shall be another 60 years, 
if we should be unhappily tied to this 


Mr. Knor. 
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Parliament, before this matter will again 
come up for consideration. It is rather 
a strong measure to pass a Bill like this, 
and make no inquiry as to the adminis- 
tration and order. The question of 
responsibility changes so, and it is one 
that from time to time ought to be 
recognised, and it is positively absurd 
for the honourable Gentleman to say we 
have had no trouble for 60 years, and, 
therefore, let these things go on as 
before. The people have not been heard. 
because they had no voice; they were 
gagged by the grand juries. It seems 
to me that there ought to be some 
elastio clause to deal with these matters, 
some power to change them, and we 
ought not to be bound in this rigid 
manner. 

*Mr. LOUGH: I would esk the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to consider this matter a little 
further; I. myself. attach a great deal 
of importance to it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
bound to say that my own judgment is 
against this Amendment. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY moved upon Clause 
8, page 4, line 4, after “ barony” insert 
“or urban district.” This is a point which 
the Government propose to meet by 
their own Clause 22. The Bill provides, 
“every road the maintenance of which 
at the passing of this Act is levied partly 
off the county at large and partly off any 
barony,” but it does not touch the towns 
at all. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 
suggest, as an Amendment, to leave out 
“partly off any barony” if the honour- 
able Gentleman will withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 

Mr. M. HEALY moved upon Clause 8, 
page 4, line 5, to leave out “until it 
ceases so to be as hereinafter provided.” 
I have moved this Amendment because 
I consider the proportion of main roads 
is absurdly small if you consider the 
mileage throughout the country, and I 
do not think in this Bill we ought to do 
anything to assist the county councils 
to diminish them. Now, I have taken 
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the trouble to obtain the figures with 
regard to the county of Cork, and I find 
from them that there are some 5,000 
miles of roads in that county, and of 
that 5,000 miles only 200 are county at 
large roads. That has arisen by the 
system of dealing with the matter as a 
question of mail roads under the Grand 
Juries Act. Before the Grand Juries Act 
was passed I have no doubt that the 
proportion of mail roads to the urban 
roads was very much greater, and there 
are many which ought to so exist now 
which were urban roads, but made con- 
tinuations of the mail roads by the mails 
being carried over them. But. with the 
introduction of railways the result has 
been that as the railways were extended 
and the mails came to be carried by 
them, mile after mile of the old mail 
roads were struck off and reduced to the 
status of urban roads. In Ireland now 
the proportion of mail or main roads is 
absolutely absurd. If you take a 
map of the county of Cork, and con- 
sider the number of towns, and then con- 
sider the number of roads between those 
towns which should all be in the nature 


of main roads, you will see how 
absurd it is. There is not more 
than 10 per cent.—not more than 


5 per cent. of the mileage of the 
roads which are at present main roads. 
Now what I object to is, that when we 
transfer the jurisdiction from the grand 
juries to the county councils, the 
county councils shall have power to 
strike off the list as they please any of 
those roads which are now main roads. 
I think their power ought to be in an 
entirely different direction. The more 
main roads you have in a country the 
better it is for the people. We are by 
this Bill getting rid of the absurd prin- 
ciple of district rating, the result of 
which is to make the poorer district bear 
the whole burden of its own poverty, 
instead of getting assistance, as they 
should have done; we are now getting 
rid of that absurd principle, and shall 
obtain that assistance from the richer 
districts, and, that being so, my opinion 
as to these main roads. is that it ought 
not to be put into the power of the 
county councils to decrease the mileage 
of the main roads as they at present 
exist. In my opinion, the state of things 


at present is such that the mileage of 
VOL. LVII. 
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main roads is reduced to such an extent 
that it must be practically impossible to 
cut off a single mile further from them ; 
but I certainly do think that it ought 
not to be put in the power of the county 
councils to do so. My Amendment is to 
secure that any road which is now a 
main road should continue, under the 
new order of things, to be a main road, 
and that it should not be struck off the 
list and reduced to the status of an urban 
road. 


*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 

MEANS: The Amendment is: “Clause 
8, page 4, line 5, leave out ‘until it 
ceases to be as hereinafter provided.’” 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The effect 
of that will be to place upon the county 
councils the principle—“Once a main road 
always main road.” I doubt whether 
that is advisable, because the changes 
with regard to railway accommodation 
have been so great that. what at one 
time was a very important main road. is 
not now of any importance whatever, and 
I think it should, under such circum- 
stances, be reduced to the position of a 
district road. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I venture to put 
this to the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary. I believe, in the 
north of Ireland generally, it is of vital 
importance, and especially in those coun- 
ties where the greater part of the dis 
trict is well-to-do, and the part which is 
not. is a minority having different views. 
With regard to county Down, I know 
that in that county there are a con- 
siderable number of roads, particularly 
in the south part of the county, which 
now come under this provision. Now I 
feel morally certain that when the county 
council of county Down come to map 
out the county again they will say that 
certain part of the county have got more 
main roads than another parti; there are 
too many, and we must cut off so much 
and throw them upon the district ; and, 
although I do not say so, it may very 
well be that one of the reasons why they 
will do so is because that part of the 
county is very differentiy situated from 
other parts which are much richer. I 
say that there would be in those parts 
of the north of Ireland, where the people 
of the older race have been driven into the 
mountainous districts, a great danger of 
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such action being taken by the county 
councils, which will, perhaps, take a 
broader view than the grand juries. 
Now one of the places I allude to is in 
the lower part of the county, where there 
are very few railways, and where, of a 
necessity, the mails are carried by road, 
and if the provision is not made by the 
insertion of these words which my 
honourable Friend wishes to irsert, it 
will be in the power of the county coun- 
cil of county Down to close the roads to 
the poor people in the mountainous dis- 
tricts in the southern part of the county, 
and I am sure that that was never 
intended. I do not think the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary intends that to be the effect of his 
Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: They can 
appeal. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I 
aware that the people 
a right of appeal, but then money 
is not always ready at hand for 
that purpose; and then, again, the 
appeal must be by the district council, 
and the district council does not always 
represent every part of the district which 
is suffering. There is a very important 
question, too, from another point of 
view—from the point of view of the 
tourist traffic in Ireland. I believe 
honourable Members on both sides of the 
House are anxious to develop in every 
possible manner the tourist traffic in 
Ireland; and from that point of view 
alone it is extremely important that we 
should have as many main roads as pos- 
sible, because we may naturally expect 
that there will be more expenditure in 
that direction than in any other; there- 
fore I entirely agree with the Amend- 
ment which my honourable Friend pro- 
poses. I believe it is perfectly true that, 
as in England, the county council will 
not be able to get rid of a main road 
without the consent of the district coun- 
cil. I know that that is so in England, 
because I know the London County Coun- 
cil is extremely anxious to get rid of 
some of their main roads, but, owing to 
the district council withholding their con- 
sent, they are unable to do so. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL : I generally 
agree with my honourable Friends the 
Mr. Vesey Knoz. 
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am quite 
will have 
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Members for Londonderry City and Cork 
City, but I regret that upon this Amend- 
ment it is not in my power to agree 
with them. I think it would be 
extremely unfortunate to stereotype, as 
it were, every main road in Ireland. It 
appears to be feared that there will be 
some abuses of their powers by the 
county councils, but I do not at all 
apprehend anything of the sort. But, 
even if there be such a fear, I think 
that this Bill will be fully and sufficiently 
guarded by the powers given under it 
to the district councils. I see that Sub. 
section 5 gives the right of appeal to 
the districts, and I think that is a 
sufficient protection. 


Mr. H. C. PLUNKETT (Dublin County, 
S.): It seems to me that the point of 
view put before the Committee by the 
honourable Member for Londonderry as 
to the tourist traffic in Ireland rather 
tells against him. It appears to me that, 
if he desires to have new roads made in 
Ireland, it would be very unwise indeed 
to establish such a principle as—* Once a 
main road always a main road.” In my 
opinion. the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary is quite right in not 
laying down an unalterable principle at 
this time, when we all know that a com- 
plete revolution in the method of loco 
motion upon the highways by motor-cars, 
etc., may be expected to take place at 
a very early date. Therefore. I think 
it is very wise to leave the county 
councils a large discretion in this matter 
to deal with the roads as altered circum- 
stances may render necessary. 


Sir T. G. ESMONDE: I think I should 
be very strongly opposed to any inter- 
ference of any kind with the powers of 
the county councils in this matter. 1 
think they ought to be left to say what 
will be main roads and what will not. 


*Mr. TULLY: I think it would be 
expedient if the county councils had not 
the power. I know something about the 
roads of Ireland; and I know some of 
the mail roads are not generally used. 
In the county of Roscommon, for in- 
stance, where the coal mines have 
recently been re-opened, the roads lead- 
ing to them are not generally used; the 
district is a very poor one, and the taxes 
there are very heavy. I think this is 
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a useful provision in this Bill if that 
power should be given. The county 
councils should not have the power to 
say what a road should be. 

*Mr. J. HERBERT ROBERTSON 
(Hackney, S.): I am in sympathy with 
the honourable Member for Cork on this 
Amendment. We have not got the trouble 
in the south-east which they have around 
Londonderry, but we have some country 
districts which are sparsely populated. 
I see the force of what the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary says 
—that the county councils must have some 
power to make existing main roads cease 
to be main roads ; but observe what this 
clause says, and what is provides: “That 
any road not mentioned in such declara- 
tion shall cease to be a main road.” It 
appears to me that this clause is alto- 
gether wrongly framed. The roads 
appear te have to be made main roads 
by the county council. They ought 
to be left main roads. unless the county 
councils specifically declare that they 
shall not be so. Instead of the county 
councils having first to say they shall be 
main roads, they ought to be left main 
roads until the county councils should 
determine the contrary. 

Mr. M. HEALY: My Amendment 
was simply to prevent the total cost ot 
the roads, which hitherto has _ been 
charged upon the county, being thrown 
upon the districts. I beg leave to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 4, line 8, that after ‘roads’ should 
be inserted ‘or navigation trackways.’”— 
(Mr. J. J. Shee.) 


*Mr. J. J. SHEE (Waterford, W.): 
Let me, in putting this Amendment, 
call the attention of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
to the question of the navigation 
trackways in Ireland, to which no 
reference whatever is made in this Bill. I 
desire to call the attention of the Govern- 
ment to this question of navigation track- 
ways, in respect to which certain diffi- 
culties have arisen. There is no means 
under the Legislature at present to have 
obstructions to navigation trackways 
removed. If they were declared to be 
public roads even, and not main roads, 
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jurisdiction would be given under 
the ordinary law of the country for the 
removal of obstructions. The question 
was recently raised with reference to 
a navigation trackway bordering the river 
Suir. The police commenced a prosecu- 
tion on the subject, and attempted to 
remove an obstruction, and they were 
successful in so far that the magistrates 
convicted ; but upon an application for a 
writ of certiorari, the Court of Queen’s 
Bench decided that the magistrates had 
no jurisdiction in the matter. Therefore 
this matter with regard to the navigation 
trackways is a matter of great impor- 
tance, and I think they should be 
declared to be public, at the least, roads. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With 
regard to the difficulty which has just 
been placed before the Committee, it has 
not been, so far as I am aware, con- 
sidered by the Government ; but I do not 
think the honourable Member’s Amend- 
ment would be a good way of accomplish- 
ing the object the honourable Gentleman 
has in view. I am quite ready to con- 
sider whether it is not desirable to insert 
words in the Bill which will give such 
powers over the navigation trackways as 
are desired. 


Mr. T. HEALY: I think it is only 
right to say, with regard to this prosecu- 
tion, that, as it was solely a prosecution 
for the benefit of the whole of the 
people of the country, it is, in my 
opinion, a very great pity that it was 
not upheld by the Attorney General. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR expressed 
his willingness to consider whether it 
was not desirable to insert words in the 
Bill. giving such powers over the navi- 
gation trackways as might be desired. 


Mr. M. HEALY moved to insert in 
the third sub-section, after the provision 
giving power to the county council to 
make a general declaration defining the 
particular roads in the county which shall 
be main roads, a stipulation that the 
declaration shall be a_ provisional 
declaration. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that the 
suggestion was decidedly an improve- 
ment on the procedure proposed by the 
Bill, and would tend to prevent any 
possible friction between county councils 
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and district councils. It would be best, 
however, to insert the proposal as a new 
sub-section at the end of sub-section 4 of 
the clause. 
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Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


*Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON moved 
to omit from the sub-section. the words-— 

“ And any road not mentioned in such decla- 
ration shall cease to be a main road.” 

*Mr. J. SAMUEL (Stockton) said he 
thought there was great force in the 
Amendment. The county councils ought 
not to have power, by the simple omis- 
sion of a road, in the declaration to make 
it cease to be a main road. 

Mr. A. O'CONNOR (Donegal, E.) said 
that the matter was one which might be 
of very great interest and importance to 
an exceedingly poor district. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR agreed that 
it was desirable to omit the words, with a 
view to the subsequent Amendment of 
the honourable and learned Member for 
Cork, which he had already accepted. 
He was prepared to accept the Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. M. HEALY moved to add the fol- 
lowing sub-section after sub-section 4— 

“A declaration shall at first be a provisional 
declaration, and shall be communicated by the 
county council to each district council in the 
county in the prescribed manner. After the 
prescribed time, and after considering any 
representations which may meantime have been 
submitted, either by any district council or by 
any person or persons claiming to be inter- 
ested, the county council shall take the said 
provisional declaration into consideration, and 
may adopt same, either in its original form or 
after modifying it by including in it any 
additional roads.” 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
would accept the Amendment if the 
honourable Member would omit the 
words at the end, “by including it in 
any additional roads,” and insert in their 
place, “either by way of exclusion or 
inclusion of roads.” 

Mr. M. HEALY expressed his willing- 
ness to accept those words in place of 
those he had suggested. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Of course, 
there is a certain amount in what the 
honourable Member says, but I do not 
see any way to obviate the difficulty. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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However, I am willing to accept the 
Amendment if the honourable Member 
omits the words at the end, “by includ- 
ing in it any additional roads,” and sub- 
stitute “either by way of exclusion or 
inclusion of roads.” 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I assent to 
that. 


Amended Amendment agreed to. 
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On the return of the CHarrman of 
Ways and Means after the usual interval, 

Mr. G. BALFOUR: Sir, the next 
Amendment I have to make is in 
Clause vill, page 4, line 19, to leave 
out the words “give not less than six 
months’ notice of a proposed declara- 
tion,” in order to insert the words “ forth- 
with communicate the new declaration 
as finally adopted.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


On the Motion of Mr. G. Batrovr, the 
word “proposed” was omitted from 
line 21, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have also 
to move to leave out in line 23 the words 
“those six,” in order to insert the word 
“two.” The term of six months origi- 
nally proposed was suggested under the 
impressiun that there would be no incon- 
venience in making the declaration known 
in the period to the Local Government 
Board, but now that time has been given 
for the town and district councils to come 
to an arrangement, six months appears to 
be too long, and I propose to substitute 
two months instead. 

Mr. M. HEALY: Would the right 
honourable Gentleman consent to insert 
“within the prescribed time” instead of 
his proposed “two months”? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I can have 
no objection to that suggestion. 


The words “those six months” were 
omitted, and “ prescribed time” inserted. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I wish now, Sir, to 
move an Amendment at line 33, merely 
to prevent any doubt arising such as I 
have previously suggested. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Before that 
is done, Sir, I have an Amendment to move 
which I mentioned earlier in the even- 
ing. I shall not, of course, move it as it 
stands on the Paper, but in order to 
make the matter clear I propose to move 
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to insert the words, after line 33, “This 
sub-section shall apply to so much of 
any mail or other road as is situate within 
an urban county district.” I move that 
Amendment because I admit that there 
is some obscurity in the clause as already 
passed as to whether it does or does not 
apply. 

[Notice being taken that there was not 
a quorum, the CHamman of Ways and 
MEANS counted, and found 40 Members 
present. | 

Mr. M. HEALY: It occurs to me that 
the Amendment which the right honour- 
able Gentleman has now moved is incon- 
sistent with an Amendment previously 
accepted on the other part of the clause, 
line 4, after “ barony.” 

Mr. G. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I am 
moving to leave out words inconsistent 
with it. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Oh, yes, quite right ; 


I beg pardon. 


Mr. G. BALFOUR: I do not know that 
it is necessary to insert this Amendment, 
and it is only for the sake of extra 
caution that I move this Amendment to 
prevent ambiguity, 

Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I move to insert, 
at the end of the clause, “A suspended 
declaration which afterwards becomes 
operative shall operate as from the date 
when originally made.” This Amend- 
ment is intended to remove any difficulty 
that may arise as to the chargeability on 
these two boards during the period when 
the declaration is suspended. I think the 
Bill should make the matter clear, lest 
there may be a dispute as to whether for 
a period of some months the charge of 
maintaining the mail road should be on 
the county or the district council. My 
own view is that it is necessary to make 
the declaration operative from the date 
at which it was originally made, because 
from that date the five years’ term 
originally runs ; and, therefore, that being 
so, it would be undesirable to have one 
particular road chargeable from a later 
date than the one in the five years run, 
lest it should throw the whole arrange- 
ment out of gear. 


Mr. G. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I think 
the Amendment is quite right, but I 
would suggest that there should be 
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appended to it, “ any later date fixed by the 
Local Government Board on an appeal,” 
for it is just possible that there might be 
a later period running not actually from 
the date when the declaration was made. 
I hope the honourable Member will accept 
such a proviso. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I have no objection 
to it, but it occurs to me that it would 
be a convenient thing to have the five 
years run the same for all, and that even 
when the Local Government Board made 
a declaration on appeal that declaration 
should go back to the original beginning 
of the five years’ term. However, as the 
right honourable Gentieman desires it, 
I will accept the words he proposes. 


As to Clause 8, page 26, line 33, par. 7, 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY said: I beg to 
move as an Amendment to add— 

“(7) Nothing in this section shall be held to 
Seapey greater proportion than one-half of 
the cos® of the construction, repair, or main- 
tenance of any bridge from being charged on 
any county.” 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
this Amendment is one which we can 
accept, if the honourable Member will 
allow me to add— 

“Or at any later date which may be fixed by 
the Local Government Board on an appeal.” 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I accept that 
arrangement, and, under the circum- 
stances, withdraw the Amendment. 

Agreed to. 

As to Clause 8, page 4, line 33, at end, 


Mr. T. J. CONDON (Tipperary, E.), 
had given notice of the following Amend- 
ment— 

“ Any declaration or declarations made unJer 
the provisions of this section shall not increase 
the incidence of any charge in any urban dis- 
trict for which provision was otherwise made 
by law and in force at the passing of this Act.” 
He said: I understand that this Amend- 
ment has already been covered by one 
accepted by the Government, and I there- 
fore, beg to withdraw it. 


Mr. CONDON had also given notice of 
the following Amendment as to Clause 
8, page 4, line 33, to add, at end— 


“Nothing in this section shall alter the 
existing jurisdiction, power, and authority of 
the Corporation of Clonmel with respect to 
any roads, bridges, footpaths, or other public 
works within the district of such Corpera- 
tion.” 
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He said: I understand the Government |in any county.” A footpath might be 
are going to move an Amendment which | made in a remote part of a county, which 
will meet the point I have in view, and| might assist in the development of the 
therefore, it is unnecessary for me to | tourist traffic, and yet be in a situation 
move it, in which it would be unlikely that the 
As to Clause 8, page 4, line 33, at end, district council would undertake the 
*Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE (Wilt- |expense of making it. I would there- 
shire, Cricklade), said: I beg to move as {fore appeal to the right honourable 
an Amendment to add— Gentleman to accept the words of the 
- n ; va) ; > ae 
“The county council may, if they think fit, oe nere ie poston — a 
contribute towards the costs of the mainten- reference to a roads, but in the 
ance, repair, improvement, and enlargement of concluding words of the proposed Amend- 
any road, highway, or public footpath in any |ment main roads are expressly excluded. 
county, although the same is not a main road.’ | The point is not main roads at all. The 
This is a very simple matter. There point is to secure the provision of foot- 
may be cases in which a county council, | paths i in mount: ainous districts where the 
while unwilling to make a road a main | |authorities will not make them, but 
road, may feel, in regard to improve- | where, if made, they would be a distinct 
ments, a desire to contribute towards its |encouragement to tourists. The honour- 
maintenance. I therefore hope the |able and gallant Member who has just 
right honourable Gentleman will see his |sat down has suggested that the Amend- 
way to accept the Amendment. iment would be used for the sake of 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It seems | throwing on the country at large the 
to me that if this power should bé given [oom of the ~~ of the roads in the 
it will be possible for a county council jimmediate neighbourhood of county 
to over-ride the previous enactments of (towns. I think that is extremely un- 
the clause, and would interfere with the i A agave = pnp tagacthy — 

: TERS Re »main roads. At any rate, there 
nema oes — Bill. |would be more main roads there than in 
_Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I hope the | the places to which I have alluded. 
right honourable Gentleman will accept | Therefore, for the sake of developing the 
the Amendment. It seems to me very | tourist traffic, by making these foot- 
unlikely that the county councils would | naths, and enabling the county council 
be extravagant. The procedure intro- | +4 make a contribution, where it may be 
duced by the Amendment simply leaves | necessary, towards them, I would press 
it open to the county council to make a) ypon the right honourable Gentleman 
contribution, if, in their opinion, it would |ipe desirabilitv of considering the 
enable some poor districts to adequately | Amendment. — 
maintain its roads. There are districts | 
where this would be a great convenience,| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is per- 
and I therefore trust the right honour-|fectly open to the district council to 
able Gentleman will accept the Amend- ‘make such footpaths. To give the 
ment. \county council this power would make it 

CoLtoneL WARING (Down, N.): I hope possible for them to evade all the pre- 
the right honourable Gentleman will not |cautions introduced in the earlier part of 
accept this Amendment. The permission |the clause. Moreover, if this power 1s 
would undoubtedly be used for the pur-|only to be used in the way of contribu- 
pose of subsidising roads in the imme- |tion, the district council will, in any case, 
diate neighbourhood of the county |have to initiate the road. 
towns, as gentlemen living in distant : : ; 
parts of the county would not be so *MR. SERJEANT HEMPHILL : i oe 
regular in attendance at the council meet- the Amendment as oe ‘rr 
ings as. those living in the immediate | °° It is taken from the Wig 
neighbourhood. I think it is better to Act, and I understand that those who 
stick to the original words of the Bill. | 8"¢ well acquainted with the working of 

*Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.): hope the English Act assert that it has worked 
the right honourable Gentleman will give admirably, and that there has been no 
consideration to the last words of the | attempt to abuse it at all, either on the 
Amendment—namely, “a public footpath | part of the county council or the district 
Mr. Condon. 
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council. I do not think there is any fear 
of the county council, in matters of this 
kind, taking work upon its own shoulders 
which ought to be discharged by the dis- 
trict council. I am speaking with an ex- 
perience of some years, and I assure the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary that if this Amendment is 
inserted it will not in the slightest degree 
prejudice what ought to be the legitimate 
work of ‘the district council. 


Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): 
This is a most valuable Amendment. It 
will enable poor and mountainous dis- 
tricts to make roads when such an under- 
taking would be too heavy without assis- 
tance from the county council. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: May I 
point out that the Amendment does not 
give any such power? 


Mr. JORDAN: I thought it did; but 
roads such as I have referred to would 
be most valuable in enabling poor people 
to get their produce to the markets. They 
cannot do that unless they have the 
roads, and they cannot get the roads 
unless the county council gives some 


assistance. I move, in line 2, after the 
word “the” to insert the word “con- 
struction.” 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 


word “construction” is added, that will 
be a departure from the English model. 


*Lorpv EDMUND FITZMAURICE: I 
am quite willing to accept the Amend- 
ment to my Amendment, and to agree to 
insert the word “construct,” but I think 
the words of the Engish Act are quite 
sufficient. The insertion of the word 
would not, however, endanger the earlier 
part of the clause. If there had been 
any chance of that I would have been the 
last person to accept the addition of the 
word which the honourable Member for 
Fermanagh has proposed. 


Mr. DENIS KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): 
I desire to support the Amendment. It 
will operate very beneficially in moun- 
tainous districts, especially in the west 
of Ireland. In many cases the roads are 


kept in a bad state of repair because of 
the poverty of the particular districts’ in 
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which the roads are situated, and the 
grand juries and the county surveyor are 
not anxious to spend large sums of money 
in keeping them in proper repair. But 
it is not the people who inhabit these dis- 
tricts who mainly use these roads, or for 
whose accommodation they were first 
made. ‘These roads were made mainly 
for the accommodation of the people who 
live in the lowlands, but resort to the 
bogs in the mountains for their year’s 
fuel. As the Bill now stands, the cost of 
the maintenance of these important roads 
is still thrown upon these poor districts. 
I would ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary to accept the 
Amendment. By so doing these impor- 
tant roads will be kept in a proper state 
of repair. They cannot be considered 
main roads, but they are as important to 
the people as main roads. 


Mr. JAMES P. FARRELL (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to support the Amendment, 
and I hope the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary will alter his 
opinion about it. It is more important 
than it looks. It is merely permissive, 
and not arbitrary; and, therefore, the 
right honourable Gentleman would run 
no risks in accepting it. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): The Amendment which the noble 
Lord has moved would affect the county 
I represent very materially. Wicklow is 
one of the most mountainous counties in 
Treland, and one of the first which tourists 
from England and from the Continent 
touch when they visit the country. If 
the Amendment of the honourable Mem- 
ber for the Cricklade Division were em- 
bodied in the Bill, it would, I am certain, 
be of very great value to the county of 
Wicklow. I suggest that the honourable 
Member for Fermanagh should withdraw 
his Amendment to insert the word “con- 
struction,” and take a Division on the 
Amendment of the noble Lord as it 
stands. If adopted, it would have very 
useful results over many parts of Ireland 
—in Kerry, Donegal, Cork, and Wicklow. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: It is a most 
extraordinary fact that, so far as I 
know, there is no sort of authority 
in Ireland whose duty it is to 
repair the smaller roads. In France 


there are communal roads, and it is the 
F 
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same in every other country in the 
world; but in Ireland, unless a road 


is a county road, it is nobody's 
road, and is repaired by nobody. 
Even in a county there are a great 
many roads which are repaired by 


falls down— 
may not be 


nobody, and when a bridge 
as sometimes happens—it 
repaired for years. There is no autho- 
rity at present to do this. The county 
council and the district council say they 
have no authority to spend any money 
upon a road of that kind unless they 
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given to the county councils as to the 
spirit in which they shall carry out this 
I believe that this is 
another of those clauses drawn with a 
fear that the county councils will be 
extravagant. My fear is that they 
will be niggardly, and that they 
may perpetrate one of the greatest dis- 
graces in the country at present by their 
unmanagement of these asylums. I think 


|there is no more disgraceful thing in the 


make it a county road and take upon | 
themselves the obligation of repairing it | 


for all time. 
that, in certain cases, a sum of money 
should be granted, for instance, to repair 
the effects of an extraordinary flood, 


I think it might be desirable | 


without taking the road over as a regular | 


main road. Pending such consideration, I 


believe it will be a most useful thing if | 
the noble Lord’s Amendment is accepted, | 


gested, and occasionally to repair those 


by-roads when taking upon themselves | : 
| Ireland, but in any other part of Europe. 


for ever the obligation of maintenance. 


Amendment to 


drawn. 


Committee divided on Lord E. Fitz- 
maurice’s Amendment :—Ayes 109; 
Noes 173.—(Division List No. 83.) 

Clause 8, as amended, agreed to. 

CLAUSE 9. 
*Mr. THOMAS LOUGH: The Amend- 


Amendment with- | 


existing Castle system, as it is called in 
Ireland, than the management of the 
lunatic asylums. There are 22 of these 
lunatic asylums in Ireland, and out of the 
22 there is only one which has been con- 
stantly mentioned in this House, and with 
the condition of which this House may be 
said to be familiar, and that is the Rich- 
mond Lunatic Asylum. It is constructed 
to accommodate 1,000 patients, and it 
actually contains something like 1,600 or 
1,700. It is not only overcrowded, but 


to repair such damage as I have sug-| i! has become plague-smitten, and it hag 


bred infectious diseases, which are not 
only unknown in any other part of 


You may think that the Richmond Luna- 
tic Asylum is a singular instance, and that 
all the other asylums awe in good condi- 
tion, but the truth is exactly the opposite ; 


| the Richmond Lunatic Asylum is a good 


ment that I have put down here is in order | 


to more fully define the duties of the 


county councils in regard to the care of | 5 
| But I want the Chief Secretary, if he can, 


the lunatic poor in their district and 
county. The words that I have proposed 
to omit run as follows-— 


“Provide and maintain sufficient accommo- 


dation for the lunatic poor in that county, in| . as 
: | if the clause stands as it is at present 


accordance with the Lunatic Asylums Acts.” 


Instead of these words, I propose to insert 
the words which appear in the English 
Act, and then the clause will run— 

“Tt shall be the duty of the council of every 
county to carry out the necessary rovision, 
enlargement, maintenance, management, and 
visitation of, and other dealings with, asyluns 
for pauper lunatics.” 

My objection to the words of the Bill is 
that there is not sufficient guidance 


Mr. Knox. 


specimen of the whole of the Irish lunatic 
asylums. Almost every one of them is 
overcrowded and plague-smitten, and 
some of the most terrible diseases exist in 
these asylums at the present time. I 
must say that the Bill effects a practical 
reform that I desire to see carried out in 
taking them from the control of the 
Castle and putting them under the county, 


to kindly give his consideration to the 
question of the enlargement of the defi- 


| e,°e . . . 
| nition of the county council’s duties which 


T have proposed, because I am afraid that 


the various county councils will be guided 


|entirely by the existing traditions of the 


i treatment of lunatics in Ireland. 





The 
words, “ sufficient accommodation for the 
lunatic poor in accordance with the Luna- 
tic Asylums Acts,” seem to me to be likely 
to suggest to the county councils that they 
are to do the very least possible for these 
poor persons. Instead of these words I 
suggest a wider definition—the definition 
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given in the English Act. Of course I 
am not absolutely attached to the words 
] have suggested to be inserted, I have 
only taken them because they have the 
very high authority of being used in the 
English Act ; but if any better definition 
can be given I ghall be satisfied, and I 
unly press upon the Chief Secretary 
that the instructions given to the county 
councils in the Bill as regards their re- 
sponsibility of caring for the lunatic poe 
are not sufficiently explicit and humane. 
I beg, therefore, to propose the Amend- 
ment which I have put down. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
honourable Member will examine the first 
sub-section of the clause he will see that 
the words which he thinks are insufficient 
are enlarged in that sub-section, because 
the sub-section empowers the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to adopt a remedy. That sub- 
section runs— 

“Tt shall be the duty of the council of every 
county to provide and maintain sufficient 
accommodation for the lunatic poor in that 
county, in accordance with the Lunatic Asylums 
Acts, and if it appears to the Lord Licu- 
tenant that any council fail to perform such 
duty, he may order that council to remedy the 
failure within the time and in the manner (if 
any) specified in the order.” 

Then there is a sub-section to the clause 
dealing with the question of management, 
that is Sub-section 5, and that runs— 

“The county council, through the said com- 

mittee, shall properly manage and maintain 
every lunatic asylum for their county; and, 
subject to the provisions of this Act, may 
appoint and remove the officers of the asylum 
and regulate the expenditure ; and the powers, 
under the Lunatic Asylums Acts, of the 
Lord Lieutenant, or the inspectors ot 
lunatics, as to these matters, and as to land 
and buildings, and as to the appointment of 
governors or directors, shall cease, and also the 
board of control for lunatic asylums shall be 
abolished.” 
I think, therefore, there is no sufficient 
reason for the honourable Member saying 
that there is no adequate instruction to 
the county council to perform their 
duties in connection with lunatics in the 
clause. The question of management is 
left entirely to the county council, the 
Lord Lieutenant only intervenes when 
the county council fail in performing 
their duty. I may add that I do not 
think there is any justification for the 
charges which the honourable Member 
has brought against the management of 
lunatic asylums in Ireland. 
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Mr. J. TULLY: I think the 
Amendment which the honourable 
Member for Islington has brought 
forward as to the assimilation 


of the law relating to the manage- 
ment of asylums in Ireland with the law 
in England, is a very good one indeed. 
There is one point which has been over- 
looked by the Government in connection 
with this matter of lunatic asylums in 
Ireland, and which I think the Amend- 
ment might cover. That is the point to 
which the inspectors of lunatic asylums 
in Ireland have been referring year after 
year in their reports, in regard to a pro- 
vision for having in Irish lunatic asylums 
a class known as “ paying patients.” In 
Ireland you cannot, at the present time, 
in public asylums, have that class of pay- 
ing patients. In England, on the other 
hand, provision is made to provide for 
that class. I think that is a very serious 
blot on the law as it stands at present, 
I have been reading the reports of the 
inspectors in Ireland, and year after 
year they have been asking the Govern- 
ment to make this slight change which 
would enable the poor people who are 
not exactly paupers—middle-class people, 
traders, shopkeepers, and farmers—to be 
treated asaseparate paying class in these 
asylums. That has been already done in 
the case of the union hospitals. After 
a great deal of hesitation a provision 
was made in the case of the union hospi- 
tals that people who were willing to pay 
for the maintenance of their friends 
could get their friends treated as paying 
patients, and as a separate class. That 
has worked very well. It has removed 
a great deal of the odium which had 
hitherto attached to those hospitals, and 
they are, as a consequence, more largely 
availed of by people in different parts 
of the country. In the case of the 
asylums this is the time when we should 
insist upon a moderate reform in this 
direction, because there are a number of 
cases of people who are able to pay £20 
or £30 a year in support of their friends 
who are afflicted with lunacy. At 
present if their friends are sent into the 
district asylums they are clothed in the 
same uniform as the pauper lunatics, 
they are treated exactly the same, and 
are marched out to do the work that the 
pauper lunatics have to do. It is very 
distressing to the relatives of these 
people to see their friends treated in this 
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manner, but the only alternative for them 
in Ireland is to send their friends away 
to Scotland to private asylums where 
they are accepted on moderate pensions. 
In Ireland there are only a few private 
asylums, run simply as personal specula- 
tions, and it is to the interest of the men 
who are running them that the patients 
who are put into them shall not be 
treated with a view to their ultimate 
recovery. 

*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: The remarks of the honourable 
Member are not relevant to this Amend- 
ment, because the words of the clause 
and the Amendment deal only with 
pauper lunatics. 


Mr. TULLY: I think the Amendment 
proposed by the honourable Member 
applies the law as it stands in England 
to the management of these asylums. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: It is only referring to pauper 
lunatics. 


Mr. DILLON: On a point of order, 
Sir, there are no such things as pauper 
lunatics; that term does not apply in 


Ireland. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: I take the words from the 
Amendment of the honourable Member 
for Islington. 


Mr. M. HEALY: May I suggest that it 
is part of the functions of lunatic asylums 
to take in patients who are able to pay? 


Mr. TULLY: I think it should be 
clearly understood that these remarks of 
mine are covered by the Amendment of 
the honourable Member, which says, 
“carry out the necessary provision, 
enlargement, maintenance, manage- 
ment, and visitation of, and 
other dealings with, asylums for 
pauper lunatics.” These words should, 
in my opinion, be held to include a pro- 
vision of the law which is existing in 
England at the present moment. I am 
asking for nothing which is not the law 
in England, and I think that in the few 
remarks I have made I have striven to 
establish a case for a change, and I hope 
that the Government will later on, if 
not at the present moment, take some 
steps to insert this provision which their 
own insvectors have been asking for year 
alter your. 
Mr. Tully. 
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Sm T. ESMONDE: I think that the 
proposal to allow paying patients to go 
into these asylums is a very good one. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: The question is not raised 
under this Amendment. This Amend- 
ment is strictly limited to paupers. 


Mr. LOUGH: We are dealing with 
asylums for pauper lunatics, and these 
asylums in Ireland are unable at present 
to take paying patients at all, and these 
very words which I have proposed to be 
added in the English Act give that 
liberty which honourable Members from 
Ireland would like to see included in this 
Bill. 

*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: Even if the contention of the 
honourable Member for Islington is cor- 
rect, I do not think that the question 
which has been raised is covered by this 
Amendment. 


Sin T. ESMONDE: If the question 
were raised, I can only say I should 
support it. 


*Sir W. FOSTER (Derbyshire, Ilkes- 


ton) : I should like to _ support 
the Amendment of my _ honourable 
Friend on these grounds, because 
the Amendment contemplates giving 


more definite and larger powers than the 
original words convey to the county 
councils in Ireland, and the Amendment 
gives these powers by certain specific 
words so as to encourage the county 
councils to do the duties in connection 


with the asylums’ without waiting 
for the order of the Lord Liew- 
tenant. I am rather in favour of 


the exercise of local government in such 
matters rather than allowing them to 
lean too much on the central authority. 
As the words of the clause stand, they 
rather tend to encourage such a leaning. 
I should be glad to see greater liberty 
given to these county councils to inter- 
fere in the work of the asylums without 
waiting, as I said before, for orders from 
the Lord Lieutenant, and because I think 
that the words of my honourable Friend 
would indicate more specifically the 
manner in which the county councils 
should exercise their powers, I am of 
opinion that the Amendment ought to 
be supported. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have al- 
ready explained the reason why I object to 
this Amendment. The first sub-section 
states that this particular duty of the 
county council, in connection with the 
lunatics, shall be properly done, and the 
failure to so properly do it may be 
visited upon them by an order of the 
Lord Lieutenant. If, in the opinion of 
the Lord Lieutenant, there has been a 
failure, then the county council is made 
the subject of a special order. No doubt 
the county council would consider that 
it was undesirable that there should be 
an order from the Lord Lieutenant in 
such a manner, and would act accord- 
ingly, and I may say that we have 
already taken in the Bill full powers for 
providing that the county councils shall 
not fail in their duty. 


Mr. DILLON: I cannot say that I 
am prepared to support the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member for 
Islington, but I certainly do not like to 
allow the words of the first sub-section 
of the clause to pass without some pro- 
test. Of course, it would be more con- 
venient to take a general discussion 
as to the working of this clause 
upon the clause as a whole, after 
the smaller questions raised by the 
Amendments have been disposed of. 
The words proposed to be left out by 
the honourable Member for _Ialing- 
ton would cast a burden on the rate- 
payers, which I am sure would be found 
to be absolutely intolerable, because the 
words of the first sub-section say— 


“Tt shall be the duty of the council of every 
county to provide and maintain sufficient 
accommodation for the lunatic poor in that 
county, in accordance with the Lunatic Asy- 
lum Acts, and if it appears to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant that any council fails to perform that 
duty he may order that council to remedy the 
failure within the time and in the manner (if 
any) specified in the order.” 


As I say, I do not intend at this stage 
to enter into that question at large, but 
in my opinion, in view of the reports 
of the Lunacy Commissions and the 
present condition of the lunatic asylums 
of Ireland, to throw upon the ratepayers 
the burden of providing adequate accom- 
modation for the great and daily increas- 
ing number of lunatic poor in Ireland 
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is a cruel and most outrageous proposal, 
Taking into account the financial pro 
posals of the Bill later on, I cannot 
support the Amendment of the honour- 
able Member for Islington, and I think 
it would be more convenient to take the 
discussion on the clause as a whole. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: In order to put 
the Committee in order upon this sub- 
ject I will move to add as an Amend- 
ment to the proposed Amendment of 
the honourable Member for Islington 
‘and to make provision for the reception, 
at moderate pensions, of lunatics other 
than pauper lunatics.” I think that 
would meet the objections that have 
been raised upon this point, and I think 
it would offer the Committee a chance 
of putting into the Bill a very useful 
provision. The honourable Member for 
South Mayo has_ spoken of the 
great amount of cost that would 
be put on the ratepayers if this 
clause passed in its proposed form. 
I would respectfully suggest to him that 
a great number of these people who are 
confined by magistrates’ orders as 
nominal pauper lunatics are of a class 
who would be very glad to avail them- 
selves of the opportunity of paying a 
pension. I move, therefore, as an 
addition to the proposed Amendment— 


“ And to make provision for the reception, 
at moderate pensions, of lunatics other thaa 
pauper lunatics.” 


*Tyz CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I think that question should 
be raised as a separate sub-section. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL then withdrew 
his proposition. 


Amendment negatived without a Divi- 
sion, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY, in moving the 
following Amendment— 


“Clause 9, page 4, line 37, leave out ‘ Lord 
Lieutenant,’ and insert ‘Local Government 
Board ;’” 

“Clause 9, page 4, line 41, leave out ‘ Lord 
Lieutenant,’ and insert ‘Local Government 
Board ;’” 


said: To-day, thanks to the beneficent 
influence of the English Government, 
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there are 20,000 lunatics in Ireland. My 
Amendment deals with a subject which 
goes to the root of the whole matter. 
Originally the State made no contribu- 
tion to lunatics in Ireland. The land- 
lords, who drove the people either mad 
or to America, took very good care that 
they should not contribute anything to 
lunatics, and the British Government 
assisted them in that by placing the 
whole charge of lunatic upkeep and man- 
agement on county rates. The British 
Government, in the original Acts, seemed 
to suppose that only a very small num- 
ber of lunatics would have to be provided 
for. JI think, in the original Acts, the 
idea was that there would not be more 
than 30 or 40 per county, and the British 
Government themselves to 
be extremely liberal when they came to 
the conclusion that 4s. a head would be 
a sufficient contribution from the Govern- 
ment for the upkeep of these institu- 
tions. Time went on, and at last Her 
Majesty’s Government, being of a frugal 
mind, determined to throw the 
whole charge of these lunatics upon the 
counties. That is done under this Bill. 
And in doing so the Government have 
provided for the abolition of the Board 
of Control, and they substitute for the 
Board of Control the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland. I can assure the Committee that 
if there is any subject upon which we 
feel more bitter than another it is this 
one. The suggestion is that the Board 
of Control, which has hitherto looked 
after Irish lunatics, is to be abolished, 
and that the care of these 20,000 persons 
is to come under the kind patronage of 
Lord Cadogan and his successors. Sub- 
section 1 provides that the Lord Lieu- 
tenant shall do the work of the Board 
of Control. The Lord Lieutenant appears 
also in Sub-section 2, the Lord Lieu- 
tenant appears in Sub-section 4, the Lord 
Lieutenant appears in Sub-section 5, the 
Lord Lieutenant appears twice in Sub- 
section 6, and the Lord Lieutenant also 
appears in Sub-section 7. That is the 
end of his Excellency. At the outset, I 
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denounce the proposal contained in this 
clause as a gross hypocrisy. Everybody 
knows that the Board of Control is not 
going to be abolished, everybody knows 
that the Lord Lieutenant is not going to 
look after these lunatics, everybody 
knows that a Department in Dublin 
Castle, presided over by Sir F. Cullinan, 
C.B.—who will be the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland for the purpose of this section 
—assisted by clerks, will fill the position 
of the Board of Control. I have been 
looking into the Reports that have been 
made to the Lord Lieutenant on this 
lunacy question, but which have never 
been acted upon, and I turn to the latest 
of them. It is a Report made in 1878-9. 
The Committee reported that (page 

03)— 

“We are of opinion, therefore, having sur- 
veyed the whole question, that the whole of 


the lunacy administration of Ireland should be 
under the general control, as the Poor Law and 


sanitary administration is, of the Local 
Government Board.” 
Well, that was the opinion of these 


gentlemen in 1879. _—_‘I turn to earlier 
Reports, and I find that they all denounce 
the management of the Irish lunatic 
system, and suggest that it should be 
placed under the Local Government 
Board. In order to give the Committee 
some idea of the cost and of the constant 
manner in which this question was being 
brought under the notice of Parliament, 
I quote from a Report presented in 1867-8 
as to the cost of this system at that 
time. I find that they complained then, 
as we complain now, of the enormously 
growing cost of the upkeep of the lunatic 
asylums—that is to say, of the 22 or 23 
county institutions worked without con- 
trol, and practically without any vigorous 
check being placed upon them. The 
grand juries of Ireland said at that 
time— 


“Thers are at present 23 asylums in Ireland, 
and unless some alteration is made as to the 
class of persons sent to them a considerable 
number of new asylums will have to be erected.” 


The Government neglected that Report, 
as they neglected other Reports, and as 
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they will, no doubt, neglect every argu- 
ment addressed to them to-night. The 
only alleviation brought about by the 
present Government has been the turn- 
ing of the women out of Grangegorman 
gaol, and the turning of the overflow of 
It was stated in 1867-8 
that no charge on the county cess had so 


lunatics into it. 


enormeusly increased as the charge for 


lunatics. If that was true then, how 


much more bitterly has it come home to | 
This I know—it may be denied | 


us now! 
in Committee to-night—but this I know, 
that when I made my Amendment first— 
when I first put it upon the Paper—and 
{ did not hear this from any officials— 
the Government were disposed to accept 
it. Is that denied? 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I say, when I 
first put my Amendment upon the Paper 


it was about to be accepted by the | 
Government, but the clerks in the Castle | 
and the lunatic inspectors—I beg their | 
they are an | 


pardons, Comunissioners ; 
order of what is called birthday men, 
entitled to certain privileges when the 
Queen’s birthday comes round, and must 
be called Commissioners, they object to 
the term inspectors—those gentlemen 
objected. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 
absolutely no truth whatever in the allega- 
tion which the honourable Gentleman 
has made. 
any intention of accepting this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. T. M. 


Government! 


HEALY: What is the 
Who are the Government! 
Is the right honourable Gentleman the 
Government? Where is the Cabinet? 
There is no one present on _ those 
Benches. 
Government? He has no voice in this 
House. I say that my Amendment was 
practically regarded as an _ accepted 
Amendment in Dublin Castle, and was 
sc treated in that ancient hostelry until 
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these objections had been raised. Now, 
what is the defence of the present system 
of the management of lunatic asylums 
in Ireland? It is not even pretended 
that you have made a success of it. Ad- 
mittedly, year by year, the cost of 
asylum management is growing; ad- 
mittedly, year by year, you do not turn 
out any more cured patients ; on the con- 





The Government never had | 


Or is the Lord Lieutenant the | 


trary, you are creating or you are treating 
There is 
no efficient method, and, in fact, if a 
| doctor turns out a patient as cured from 
/an asylum, and he does anything wrong 
| or commits any offence, that is the very 
last patient the doctor ever allows to 
leave the asylum. The notion of treat- 
ing these asylums as curative institutions 
is absolutely absurd. You are making 
them tombs for the people by your 
system. As contrasted with the systems 
of other lands, I say your system of 
lunatic treatment in Ireland is a failure 
and a disgrace. Who is responsible? 
Dublin Castle is responsible. It has 
kept the thing in its own hands, and 
appointed its own inspectors or Com- 
missioners, who, under the system, are 
| grossly overpaid, both as regards salary 
/and pension, and which so afflicts our 
annual Estimates. As regards the 
pension, the way in which these officers 
are run in and run out, after two or 
| three years’ service being run off on a 
pension, is disgraceful. If I had sup- 
| posed that this Amendment would have 
come on to-night I would have given the 
House a few samples of it. Why, in 
Dublin now there are men who, in the 
bloom of their youth, are walking about 
as gentlemen at large, instead of doing 
something to earn the money which this 
Government provides for them. I say 
{that there is no efficient control, and, 
what is worse, there is no sympathy. 
What alternative? Nobody has 
criticised the Local Government Board 
at times more strongly than I have done. 
| We have criticised it up and down con- 
tinuously during the last 17 or 18 years 


|upon the Estimates. But it is a Board 


the asylums as huge prisons. 


is the 
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which you can criticise. There are 
people upon that Board whom you can 
get at. You can go into the Customs 
House, and argue with the gentlemen 
inside, and local authorities can addreys 
remonstrances and resolutions to the 
Board. The gentlemen on the Board 
also regard themselves as being persons 
under Parliamentary control. We know 
them by name, though, indeed, the 
Government have got rid of two of the 
members in view of this Bill. But what 
is the Board of Control? Is it pretended 
that that is an office of Her Majesty? 
No such pretence could be made, and 
consequently I demand the acceptance 
of my Amendment on behalf of the suffer- 
ing poor, whose unassuaged sorrows and 
afflictions call aloud to Heaven for ven- 
geance. Because, of all the appalling sys- 
tems which your alien rule has set up in 
Ireland, the most appalling is this lunatic 
system—this death in life, without hope, 
without comfort, without society, and 
without cheer, and, as I say, without 
efficient control. I propose to substitute 
some sort of Parliamentary control for 
the appalling system. which has had the 
disastrous results that this has had in 
the past. I say that you are not entitled 
to keep the dead hand of Dublin Castle 
upon the throat of this system. What 
entitles you to keep the control in Dublin 
Castle? What line of argument do you 
take? The money you pay, the 4s. a 
day, is not your money. You do not pay 
it. We pay it; the British give us 
nothing. The British are the outdoor 
relief of Ireland. You pocket millions 
every year out of our money, while you 
are talking all the while of the milch 
cow of the British Treasury, by which 
we are spoon-fed. You are simply 
paupers existing on Irish money. All 
we wish to do here is to claim the control, 
not for an Irish Board, not for a Board 
rominated under the Castle system, but 
for a Local Government Board, every 
member of which is your nominee, and 
who will be responsible under the Bill. 
T believe you will have the choice of 
nominating them, in place of the gentle 
men you have turned out in the cold, 
because you would not give them a few 
more years. That is not denied. You 
said that Sir George Moffatt said he would 
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keep on if you gave him five years, but 
you would not give it to him, and then 
you say he went at his own request. 
You offered him one year, which meant 
that he would be kept on to do all the 
drudgery under this Bill, and he said, 
“No; if I am to be kept on, I want 
more than one year, I want something 
further.” The right honourable Gentle 
man the Irish Secretary lives in the 
Palace of Truth, and I sometimes think 
there must be a telephone laid on be- 
tween there and Paradise. What do we 
ask? We ask that we shall have the 
dealing with this system of lunacy ad- 
ministration, not by a popular Board, but 
a Board of your own nominees, whom we 
could criticise in Parliament, and. who, 
when they send down their inspectors 
to this Board to be created, can be met 
by open criticism, and we make this 
demand at the moment when the British 
Government is shouldering off its respon- 
sibility for the failure which it has 
created, when, having given us its 4s. 
per day, it has not ceased from its manu- 
facture of lunatics. So far as the British 
Government is concerned, they tell us, 
“Thus far shall we go, but no further, 
but you may get as mad as you like.” 
Year by year, decade by decade, and 
generation by generation, the total of 
Irish lunatics has gone on increasing, 
and we ask that, as you are able to do 
nothing to bring assuagement and criti- 
cism to this system, you shall hand it 
over, not to Dublin Castle, but to an 
establishment, of which the Chief Secre- 
tary should be the head. We want an 
institution of which the head is not the 
Lord Lieutenant, who sits in the House 
of Lords, but which is the Chief Secre- 
tary, whom we can criticise in this House. 
In that spirit I move my Amendment, 
and in doing so, I take leave to say that I 
do not think in the history of British 
Administration in Ireland there is any- 
thing more miserable than the attempt 
to throw the increasing lunacy, which is 
of your making, upon the shoulders of 
the Irish people. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Gentleman has made in this 
Committee a most extraordinary speech. 
The greater part of it, I must say, has 
in reality been a violent attack on Dublin 
Castle, and not only on Dublin Castle, 
but also on certain officials whom he has 
actually mentioned by name. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Oh, 


monstrous! 


how 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Who are 
not here to speak for themselves, but 
whose action it is my duty to defend 
here. The Member has 
stated again and again that the manage- 
ment of lunacy in Ireland depended, not 
on a Board of Control, not on the 
inspectors of lunatics, but upon Sir 
Frederick Cullinan and the clerks under 
him. 


honourable 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will do so under 
this Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stood the honourable Gentleman to say 
“will be already.” The honourable 
Member goes to say, “Dublin 
Castle, by which we are now to under- 
stand Sir Frederick Cullinan and his 
clerks, were prepared to accept this 
Amendment.” What has Dublin Castle 
got to do with accepting or rejecting an 
Amendment in the House of Commons? 
The acceptance rejection of the 
Amendment falls ultimately upon the 
House itself, and the idea of substituting 
the Local Government Board for the Lord 
Lieutenant has never entered into the 
mind of the Government, for reasons 
which I shall presently explain. The 
honourable Member opposite has gone 
farther than this in his attack upon 
Dublin Castle, for he has referred to the 
retirement of Sir George Morris and Sir 
Francis MacCabe from the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and apparently it is to Dub- 
lin Castle that he again ascribes the 
retirement of these gentlemen and the 
appointment of their successors. Sir, he 


on 


or 
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has told the Committee that these gentle- 
men have been practically forced out 
of office. Now, I can myself tell the 
Committee this: that both of these 
gentlemen have expressed to me person- 
ally their desire to retire, and that, in 
reality, they have been continued beyond 
the term at which they themselves would 
have been willing to retire. But the 
most extraordinary thing is this: the 
honourable Member has made a great 
attack upon Dublin Castle, but his other 
charges seem to have very little in 
them. But if it is really true, as the 
honourable Member says, that he is in 
possession of all these curious revelations 
as to what Dublin Castle is, and what 
Dublin Castle says, that, indeed, would 
be the severest condemnation of Dublin 
Castle which I have yet heard from him, 
because it appears to me that the honour- 
able Member is very much more in pos- 
session of the views and opinions of 
Dublin Castle than the Chief Secretary 
is. The thing is perfectly ridiculous 
from beginning to end, and I must say 
that these attacks upon Dublin Castle 
are some of the most absurd things that 
I have ever heard of, even within the four 
walls of the House of Commons. 


An Irish Memper: No, no. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, 
Sir. I do not hesitate to say 
that the officials at Dublin Castle are 
as zealous and as efficient as the officials 
in any other Government Department ; 
and it is, to my mind, monstrous that 
these continual attacks should be made 
against men who are actually incapable 
of defending themselves. What would 
be said if such attacks were made upon 
the officials of the English Departments? 
And why should officials in the Irish 
Department be treated worse than in the 
English Department ? 


Aw Irish Memper: Because they are 
worse. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Is not 
the task which is thrown upon 
these gentlemen difficult enough without 
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abuse and aspersions which are so/|I refer in particular to the inspectors of 
constantly cast upon them from the oppo- | lunatics in England, who have to report 


site side of the House? Now, Sir, I come to | 
the merits of the honourable and learned | 
Member’s proposal. He says that we | 
ought to substitute the Local Government 
Board for the Lord Lieutenant. I may 
explain that that could not in any case 
be done without extensive alterations in 
the law, which we are certainly not pre- 
pared io propose to the House in this 
Bill. The Lord Lieutenant, in the 
matters to which this clause refers, will 
have to act upon the reports of the 
tors, who are a perfectly independent 
body, for the Lord Lieutenant, in all 
matters with which he is not closely con- 
versant, will have to act upon the report 
of the inspectors. Now, if you are to 
substitute the Local Government Board 
for that if you 


independent body, 


| 


as to the sufficiency of accommodation. 
If the accommodation is not sufficient, 
then the Home Secretary orders the 


county council to provide sufficient accom- 


The honourable and learned 
Member says that there ought to be a 


modation. 


|Department with a Parliamentary head 


| upon whom they could make an attack, 


| and that he should not be the Lord 


Lieutenant who sits in the House of 
Lords. But surely the honourable and 


‘learned Member knows perfectly well 
inspectors of lunatics and other inspec- | 


that the Chief Secretary is here to repre 
sent the Lord Lieutenant, and if any 


| attacks are to be made upon the conduct 


are to substitute the Local Government | 
Board for the Lord Lieutenant in this | 


clause, it will necessarily follow that the 
inspectors of lunatics will have to be put 
under the Local Government Board. 


There may be something to be said for | 


that, but there is also something to be 
said against it; but merely to subsitute 
the Local Government Board for the 
Lord Lieutenant would not carry out 


that change, and to carry out that would | 


involve an extensive alteration of the 
existing law. 


Mr. T. M. 
not be made? 


HEALY: Why should it 


Mr. 
am 


all 


GERALD 


not 


BALFOUR: 
prepared to make 
events this Bill. 


Well, 
I it 
at in 
separate 

following 


Department 
the English 


we are 
practice. 


again 


The 


inspectors of lunatics in England have to | 
report to the Home Secretary, and the | 


Home Secretary has to carry out the 
duties, or some of the duties which are 
proposed, and which are the same as 
those functions which are entrusted to 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


In | 


defending the inspectors of lunatics as a 


of that Department it is upon the Chief 
Secretary that attack should be made. 
That is the constitutional usage. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The Lord 


Lieutenant is a member of the Cabinet. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: What 
difference does that make! Is a 
Member of the Cabinet not to be 


attacked? If he is in charge of 
the business of a great Department in 
the House of Commons, is he not there 


to answer questions! 
An IrtsH Member: Yes, certainly. 


Mr GERALD BALFOUR: I only 
hope the theory—a very extraordinary 
theory—which the honourable Member 
for Donegal has set up that the Chief 
Secretary should be exempted from all 
attack because he is not a member of 
the Cabinet 





Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The right 
honourable Gentleman is perfectly right 


'in commenting on my conduct, but he 


shall not misrepresent me. What I said 
was that the Lord Lieutenant cannot be 


| criticised because he is not a Member 


of this House; and by a Rule of this 
House. he is outside the range of 
criticism. 
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GERALD BALFOUR: 
Member must be aware, 
or if he is not he ought to 
be, that in these matters the Chief 
Secretary takes the place of the Lord 
Lieutenant. The Lord Lieutenant is the 
Constitutional expression, but the 
person to be attacked, if anybody is to 
be attacked, is the Chief Secretary. Sir, 
I cannot see that, unless you are pre- 
pared to make extensive alterations in 
the law, which will require a great deal 
of consideration, this Amendment of the 
honourable Member, which is a simple 
thing in itself, but upon which he put 
such an extraordinary construction in 
his speech, is not one which ought to 
commend itself to the favour of the 
Committee. 
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Mr. 
honourable 


The 


Mr. E. H. CARSON (Dublin Univer- 
sity): While I do not agree at all with 
many of the views put forward by the 
honourable Member for Louth, this 
Amendment does appear to me to raise 
& most important question. Now, Sir, I 
think the honourable and_ learned 
Member was unjust in his criticism of 
this section even as it is drawn, because 
while he denounced the Lord Lieutenant 
as being callous of the sufferings of the 
pauper lunatics he seemed to forget that 
under this particular sub-section the 
Lord Lieutenant will have the power 
to interfere only when the county 
council has neglected to do its duty. 
Therefore, all the strictures which have 
been passed upon the probable indiffer- 
ence of the Lord Lieutenant in the future 
—strictures with which I do not concur 
—seem to me to fall to the ground. But, 
Sir, that does not in the slightest degree 
settle the question, and the matter still 
remains as to what the Lord Lieutenant 
should, or should not, have to do with 
reference to the matter under this sec- 
tion, or, indeed, under any part of this 
Bill at all. Sir, it is perfectly true that 
when you mention the Lord Lieutenant 
as having the power of supervision you 
do not mean the Lord Lieutenant at all, 
and the Lord Lieutenant himself will 
have no more to say as to supervision 
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under this section than any Member of 
this House will have, except as far as 
an honourable Member might bring the 
subject before this House. The reason 
why I think the matter is worthy of con- 
sideration by the House is this, that I 
do think it is a pity that the Queen’s 
representative in Ireland in matters in 
which he will not in reality be concerned 
at all should be, under Acts of Parlia- 
ment, consequently brought into the 
necessary hostility which must arise in 
reference to executive Acts. And of 
if it was the fact that the Lord 
Lieutenant himself had to perform cer- 
tain functions under this Bill, and that 
it was impossible to carry out the Bill 
without the intervention of the Lord 
Lieutenant, then the section of the Act 
might be enacted in the way it is. But, 
Sir, I want to know why, if the county 
council in Ireland fails to do its duty 
under that section, should we have the 
collision that must necessarily then occur 
between the Executive and the persons in 
the habit of being entrusted with this 
matter, and why should we have the hos- 
tility which must occur between them? 
Why should that be put down to the 
Lord Lieutenant, the 
Queen’s representative in Jreland? Why 
should the responsibility not be put down 
to the Department which will have to 
carry out the matter in the absence of 
proper supervision by the county councils 
themselves? I should like to know how 
the Lord Lieutenant is to act in the 
matter at all. We are told that, in 
regard to this particular matter, there 
are inspectors in lunacy who will make 
reports to the Local Government Board. 
Well, Sir,’ the Lord Lieutenant will act 
solely upon those reports of the inspec- 
tors in lunacy, but why cannot these 
inspectors make their report to the Local 
Government Board? The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary seems 
to think there is some difficulty about 
the matter, but I cannot see it. If the 
formal matter is to be done upon the 
reports of these inspectors under the 


course 
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various Lunacy Acts, I cannot for the life 
of me see why a particularDepartment can- 
not carry out what is reported by these 
inspectors just as well as the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, who will probably never see the 
reports at all. And that brings me to 
the second question, as to whether the 
Local Government Board are the proper 
persons to entrust with these matters. 
Sir, the Local Government Board ought 
to be a strong central authority for carry- 
ing out the various functions that are 
imposed upon them by the Bill, and they 
will have to be a strong authority if they 
are to act, in any sense at all, according 
to the spirit of the obligations cast upon 
them by this Bill. Now, Sir, what are 
the Local Government Board to do at 
present? They have to supervise and 
superintend, and do, in relation to boards 
of guardians, and the proper supervision 
for the sane paupers in Ireland, exactly 
what we say they ought to have to do if 
this Amendment were carried in relation 
to the pauper lunatic asylums in Ireland. 
They have exactly analogous duties in 
every way. They have to see that proper 
accommodation is provided, that the rates 
are properly collected and applied, and 
they have duties imposed upon them of 
themselves appointing proper persons to 
carry out what the boards of guardians 
are permitted to do. All ask 16 
relation to these matters under considera- 
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we 


tion—namely, the pauper lunatic asylums 
—is that there should be a proper De 
partment answerable to this House, and 
a Department which we can hold liable 
if they do not carry out the directions of 
these Acts of Parlisment ; and, above all, 
in a country like Ireland, a Department 
which will be above all politics and poli- 
tical parties, who may be in power for 
the time being, and that they shall be 
persons who will see that the duties cast 
upon the county councils shall be carried 
out. I do think that we, on this side of 
the House, ought to take every opportu- 
nity—and under this Bill we have several 
opportunities—of dissociating the execu- 
tive power in the of the 
Mr. Carson. 


person 
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Queen’s representative, and I do think 
that this ought not in any sense to be 
a party question. I believe that there 
are many honourable Members on both 
sides of the House who are agreed that 
it would be much better, if you are to 
have the Queen’s representative in Ire- 
land, that he should be there solely and 
only as the Queen’s representative, and 
not be put forward as doing executive 
acts which must be the responsible acts 
either of the various permanent Depart- 
ments you set up or of the particular 
political Government. which may be in 
power for the time being. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not think that 
anybody can say that the lunacy adminis. 
tration in Ireland, as it stands at present, 
or as it is proposed to be constituted 
under this Bill, is satisfactory ; but, on 
the other hand, I confess that I do not 
think that the transfer of the lunacy 
administration of Ireland to the Irish 
Local Government Board is a satisfactory 
solution of the problem. It may be that 
it would be an improvement on the 
present state of affairs, or on the state 
of affairs proposed to be set up under 
the Bill. The honourable Member for 
Dublin University said that the Local 
Government Board had to do, under the 
present law, exactly the same for the 
sane poor as it was proposed by this 
Amendment that they should do for the 
insane poor. As a matter of fact there 
are no insane poor in Ireland. I confess 
that I think it would be a pity to bring 
the administration of lunacy in general 
ia Ireland into the same close connection 
with, and under the same machinery, 
the administration of the Poor Law, 
which has been shamefully neglected for 
years in Ireland. I hold and _ feel 
strongly that the question of the 
administration of the Poor Law is based 
upon a totally different principle from 
the question of the administration of 
lunatic asylums, and I think the two 
things should be dealt with quite 
separately. The charge of the lunatic 
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poor may, I think, fairly be held to be 
an Imperial charge. But, from the very 
nature of the case, the State, in dealing 
with the lunatic poor, should be protected 
from any abuses or any of the extrava- 
gances wide administration. 
Therefore, I maintain the question of 
the administration of the lunatic asylums 
is not, as the right honourable Gentleman 
said, analogous to that of the administra- 
tion of the Poor Laws, and_ the 
two things, I think, ought to be 
kept entirely apart. I really approach 
the consideration of this question with 
a perfectly open mind. One argument 
—and a very strong argument for the 
Amendment—was pointed out by the 
honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth when he said that what it 
proposed to do was to place the adminis- 
tration of lunacy in Ireland under a body 
which should be responsible directly to 
this House. If I thought that the Bill 


of a too 


proposed to take the control of 
lunacy administration away from this 
House, of course, on that ground 
alone I should heartily support the 
Amendment; but I understand from 
the Chief Secretary that he himself 


would be responsible, under the proposals 
of the Bill, in the fullest sense for the 
lunacy administration in Ireland. 


Mr. 
hear ! 


GERALD BALFOUR: Hear, 


Mr. DILLON: Therefore the adminis- 
tration would be just as much open to 
criticism in this House as it is now. I 
understand the Chief Secretary to give 
his word that in case the Bill passes in 
its present shape he would be equally 
responsible to this House for the lunacy 
administration, and that assurance cuts 
away one, at any rate, of the arguments 
advanced in support of the Amendment. 
Now I turn to the Report of the very 
interesting Departmental Committee 
which sat in 1894 on the question of 
lunacy administration in Ireland. The 
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Report points out that the Statutes con-| first duty of any Government that may 
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cerning lunacy administration are 27 in 


(Ireland) Bill. 


number, commencing with the Act of 
1834, George I. In paragraph 7, on 
page 3, they state that the question of 
the transference of the control of lunatic 
administration from the Board of Con- 
trol to the Local Government Board had 
been very carefully considered, and they 
believed that such transference would be 
a great improvement on the existing 
arrangement. After full examination of 
the whole matter they arrived at the 
conclusion that the creation of a strong 
and independent department was neces- 
sary if the lunacy administration of Ire- 
land was to be made as satisfactory as 
that of England and Scotland. I con- 
fess that those are the lines on which 
I should like to see this problem solved. 
The question of lunacy administration, 
both as regards private and_ public 
asylums in Ireland, one which 
undoubtedly is, year by year, increas- 
ingly engaging the earnest attention of 
all who take an interest in the welfare 
of the people of Ireland. I think the 
burden of properly controlling the 
administration of these asylums is 
probably too great to be borne satisfac- 
torily by the Local Government Board, 
and that what is required is an inde- 
pendent department with nothing else 
to attend to. I do not know whether 
the Government can give us any hope 
that some reform may be carried out on 
those lines. I daresay the Amendment 
of the honourable and learned Member 
for North Louth would be an improve- 
ment on the whole, but I could not see 
my way to give a silent vote, feeling so 
strongly as I do upon the subject. 


is 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I confess, 
speaking for myself alone, I am 
altogether in favour of the Amendment. 
This 9th Section, in my view, is 
one of the most vital and important sec- 
tions of the entire Bill. The increase of 
lunacy in Ireland is a problem of the 
gravest character, and I submit it is the 
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be in power to determine how to grapple 
with it. I quite agree with honourable 


Members who have already spoken cn 


this question, that the first duty 
of the State is to provide for 
those who may be afflicted with 


lunacy through no fault of their own. 
Take, for example, the Richmond Asylum 
in Dublin. The state of that asylum is, I 
venture to say, a public scandal. It is 
overcrowded in a most scandalous manner, 
and the effect of that overcrowding has 
been to generate a disease of the most 
infectious and dangerous character—the 
disease of beri-beri. The existence of 
such a state of things—and 
similar lamentable conditions prevail in 
other asylums—is a disgrace to the 
Government which is responsible for it. 
But, strong as is the necessity for some 
reform, I unhesitatingly say that the pro- 


no doubt 


visions of this clause are entirely inade- 
quate to effect that reform. Now I come 
to the Amendment of the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth. I agree 
that it is most undesirable to throw per- 
sonal responsibility in this matter upon 
the Lord Lieutenant for the time being ; 
but, so far as I understand the clause, the 
responsibility would be thrown, not on 
the Lord Lieutenant personally, but he 
would have the assistance of his Council. 
He may act either on the advice of his 
Council or on the suggestion of the Chief 
Secretary—who, perhaps, would be his 





responsible adviser—but there is nothing 
in the clause to compel him to do so. On 
one point I differ from the honourable 
and learned Member for North Louth. I 
do not at all join with him in his criti- 
cisms or observations about the officials 
in the various departments of Dublin 
Castle. I speak from a certain amount of 
experience, and I think I should be doing 
less than my duty if I did not announce, 
as the result of my experience, that I 
believe they are all most honourable mea, 
and most anxious to discharge their 
duties efficiently. I am speaking of them, 
of course, as individuals; I do not speak 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 
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of the system. I am averse to the bureau- 
cratic system which prevails in Dublin 
Castle, but I think, having regard to my 
experience of the officials, I should be 
unworthy if I did not pay this tribute 
to them individually. 
system, I totally deprecate, but, speaking 
of the officials only as individuals, I can- 
not in any way join with the criticisms 
of the honourable and learned Gentleman. 
Now, we know that the Local Govern. 
ment Board is about to be reconstituted, 
Two members of that Board—Sir George 
Morris and Sir Francis MacCabe—having 


The system, as a 


retired, the Government have it in their 
own power to fill up those vacancies by 
the most competent men. It is possible 
now for the Government, if this Amend- 
ment is carried, to obtain the most able 
assistance and the best constituted board 
for the purpose of superintending the 
management of these lunatic asylums, 
and I trust the right honourable Gentle- 
man will not fail to take advantage of 
this opportunity. 


Mr. KNOX: When the honourable and 
said that the Irish 
Lunacy Commissioners had seldom had 
any previous of lunatic 
asylums, I thought of looking through 
the of appointed 
Commissioners of Eng- 
land. The English 
I venture to think, would vie with their 
Irish brethren in the want of experience, 


learned Member 
experience 
number men 
Lunacy in 
Commissioners, 


We know that certain honourable Mem- 
bers of this House have, from time to 
time, been appointed Commissioners who 
have had no experience of lunacy, except, 
So far as I 
understand, lunacy administration is one 
of those things to which it is of great 
fresh 


these 


perhaps, in this House. 


advantage to be able to bring a 
mind, and that is why, in making 
appointments, men are chosen who have 
had no previous experience. These gentle- 
men who are appointed as Commissioners 
of lunacy are neither better nor worse 
than other gentlemen who are sent about 














121 Local Government 
in Iretand to make inspections of other 
kinds. It is usually a mere accident that 
they are selected for this particular duty. 
I do not say they are incompetent; I 
daresay they discharge their duties con- 
scientiously according to their abilities ; 
but the fact remains that they are 
appointed without previous experience, 
and I cannot see that have any 
assurance that there would be any better 
inspection of lunatic asylums if the work 


we 


were done by a separate department 
appointed by the Lord Lieutenant, rather 
than under the control of the Local 
Government Board. I know that in many 
respects the present system works most 
unsatisfactorily. For instance, take the 
matter of building arrangements. When 
anew asylum has to be erected the autho- 
rity of the Board of Control has to be 
obtained. So far as I can understand, 
there will be no change in that respect 
under this Bill. It is true the Board of 
Control will be abolished, but the work 
will still have to be done “to the satis- 
faction of the Lord Lieutenant,” which 
means the Board of Control, and the effec- 
tive voice in the matter will be that of 
men who may be experts in lunacy, but 
who certainly know nothing about archi- 
tecture, and there will still be the same 
absurd made by these 
gentlemen, who are never satisfied unless 
the architect appointed has some 
thing to do with the Board of 
Control. I think is little to be 
said for these separate departments, deal- 
ing with various items of local govern- 
ment. It has been said that Ireland is 
the most inspected country in the world. 


requirements 


there 


I am altogether against the mu!tiplica- 
The 
more simplicity we have in the adminis- 
tration of Ireland the better. 


lion of these separate departments. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: The 
Amendment moved by the honourable 
and learned Member for North Louth 
does not appear to me to be absolutely 
relevant to this clause. I believe there 
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is nothing more important in this matter 
than popular control, which makes it the 
interest of those who support the iunatics 
to get rid of them as soon as pessible. 
The honourable and learned Member, in 
some of his observations, criticised indi- 
viduals, but I take it that his real objec- 
tion was to the particular body which is 
to be charged with the supervision of 
the county councils. I would point out 
that the supervision will not begin until 
the public authority has failed to do its 
duty. The Chief Secretary has definitely 
stated that he will be responsible to this 
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House for the administration of lunacy 
matters, and that cempletely amswers 
one of the main reasons advanced against 
the clause. 


Mr. HARRINGTON: I think that the 
popular feeling in Ireland is that the 
Local Government Board is really a most 
unsuitable body to 
vision of lunatics. 


have the super- 
That is certainly the 
view of everybody who has had experi- 
ence of its administration. There is no 
doubt a feeling that reform is necessary 
in the matter of inspection of asylums, 
but no one believes that the Local Govern- 
ment Board is the proper body to take 
the work in hand. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: No one 
acquainted with the facts will dream of 
defending the condition of pauper luna- 
tics in our asylums, but that condition is 
not in anv way due to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. It is due simply to the 
unjust state of the Poor Law, and with- 
out some special legislation the Local 
Government Board will be powerless to 
make any change in the 
of these unfortunate people. 


condition 
The real 
question is this: in the future, the con- 
trol of lunatic asylums is to be entrusted 
to the county councils. Their manage- 
ment is to be supervised by a centrai 
body in Dublin, and the question is whe- 
ther that central body shall be the Loca! 


Government Roard or the advisers of the 
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Business of 


Lord Lieutenant. I am at a loss to 
understand there can be two 
opinions upon the matter. In the first 
place, the work I take it which the De- 
partment would have to discharge would 
be the work of inspection and super- 
vision. Now, the Local Government 
Board at present discharges the duty of 
the inspection of workhouses. Why 
should not the inspection of asylums be 
carried out conjointly with the inspec- 
There is no reason 


how 


tion of workhouses ? 
why lunatic asylums should not have the 
same direct and constant supervision 
which the Local Government Board at 
present exercises over the workhouses. 
One cause of the failure of the present 
system of dealing with lunatics in Ireland 
is the totally inadequate supervision exer- 
cised over the asylums by the inspectors. 
I am in favour of the supervision of all 
institutions of this kind by the State, 
and I think the duties of inspection and 
management could be carried out with 
satisfaction by the Local Government 


Board. 


*Mr. TULLY: I think it cannot be 
denied that there is a great deal to be 
said for the Amendment although I agree 
that the Local Government Board have 
completely muddled all the arrangements 
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the House. 


about so long as the system is controlled 
from Dublin Castle. 


It being Twelve o’clock, the Debate 
was adjourned. 


Committee report Progress ; 
again to-morrow. 


to sit 


SHERIFFS DEPUTE TENURE OF OFFICE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee ; Committee 
report Progress; to sit again upon 
Thursday. 


AMERICAN TONNAGE DUES. 

Sirk G. BADEN-POWELL (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) : I should like to ask my right 
honourable Friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can confirm the 
report that the proposed great increase in 
the tonnage dues, under the considera- 
tion of the American Congress, has now 
been definitely abandoned? 


Tre FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The information to which my 
honourable Friend refers has reached me 
to-night, but not from an official source. 
If he will be good enough to put a Ques- 
tion on the Paper to-night, I hope to be 
able to answer it at Questicn time to- 
morrow. 





with regard to the treatment of pauper | 


lunatics. Still, if we are to choose 
between the Local Government Board 
and the Lord Lieutenant, I think we 


should decide in favour of a Department | 


whose acts can be criticised in this House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary has 
really not answered one of the objections 
I advanced against this clause. The 
Board of Control is to be abolished, and 
the question is: what authority shall be 
substituted in its place? No one can 
deny that the whole system of the treat- 
ment of lunatics in Ireland has been dis- 
gracefully mismanaged, and what we feel 
is that no effective reform will be brought 


Mr. M. Healy. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the right 
honourable Gentleman now state on what 
| day he proposes to take the Budget Reso- 
| lution, which he says must interrupt the 
| progress of the Irish Local Government 
| Bill? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I am sorry I was not able to give 
the honourable and learned Member che 
information he asked for at Question 
time. I am now able to state that we 
shall take the Budget Resolution on 
Monday next. 


House adjourned at 12.29. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 3rd May 1898. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. [H.L.] 


Queen’s consent signified ; Bill reported 
from Select Committee with Amend- 
ments. 


WHITWICK AND COALVILLE GAS BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


SHERINGHAM AND BEESTON PRO- 
TECTION BILL. [H.L.1 


Reported with Amendments. 


CRAWLEY AND DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Read) second time and committed: 
Committee to be proposed by Committee 
of Selection. 


CROWHURST, SIDLEY, AND BEXHILL 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


VOL. LVII. 


[FourtH Szrigs. ] 
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Report. 


YORK UNITED GAS BILL. 


Brought from Commons; Read first 
time, and referred to Examiners. 


ABERYSTWYTH GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from Select Committee with 
Amendments. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from Select Committee with 
Amendments. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from Select Committee with 
Amendments. 


MARKET HARBOROUGH GAS BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Reported with Amendments. 


REPORT. 


RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION ACT. 


Report to the Secretary for Scotland, 
by Her Majesty’s Inspector for Scotland, 
under the Rivers Pollution Prevention 
Act, 1876; 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


G 








New Bills, 


NEW BILLS. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [H.L.] 


To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Aston Manor, Darlington, 
Lowestoft, Oldbury, Smethwick, and West 
Bromwich; Presented by the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade (the Earl of Dudley): Read first 
time; to be printed; Referred to Ex- 
aminers. [Bill No. 60.] 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL. [H.L.] 
To amend the Universities (Scotland) 
Act, 1858, and the Universities (Scotland) 
Act, 1889, so as to make further provi- 
sion for retiring allowances of professors 
in the University of Aberdeen; Vre- 
sented by the Lord Lawrence (for the 
Earl of Camperdown): Read first time ; 
to be printed; and to be read second 

time on Monday next. [Bill No. 61.] 


ACTS 


House adjourned at 4.35. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 3rd May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair shortly 
after Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


CROMER GAS BILL. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


’ 
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CORPORATION OF LONDON (FOREIGN 
CATTLE MARKET, DEPTFORD) BILL. 


Amendment made; Bill read third 
time. and passed. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 

SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON 

RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) 
BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


WISHAW WATER BILL. 
As amended, considered; tobe read 
third time. 


TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.1..] 


Read second time, and committed. 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


NEW BILL. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 


relating to Rothesay, Weymouth, and 
Wooda Bay: Ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury ; Presented, 
and read the first time; Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. 


[Bill 192.] 
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PILOTAGE = ORDER 

To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, 1894, relating to the 
Pilotage District of the Tees: Ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 
Hanbury ; Presented, and read first time ; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 193.] 


SOUTHEND WATER BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie upon 
Table, and to be printed. 


the 


BARRY RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL. 
Reported [Preamble proved ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


not 


CLERGY MUTUAL ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read first time; and referred to Exa- 
miners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read first time; and referred to Exa- 
miners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


POOR LAW UNIONS ASSOCIATION 
BILL. 


Reported from Standing Committee on 
Law, ete. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 191.] 

Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 191.] 
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Bill, as amended by the Standing 


Committee, to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 194.] 


COTTAGE HOMES BILL. 


Second Reading deferred from Tues- 
day next till Thursday, 19th May. 


BALLOT ACT (1872) AMENDMENT BILL. 


To amend the Ballot Act, 1872: 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Mr. Lecky, Mr. Lloyd-George, 
Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Mr. Parnell, Mr. Rob- 
son, Mr. Stuart-Wortley, and Mr. R. G. 
Webster: Presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be _ printed. 
[Bill 195.] 


TEMPERANCE REFORM (THREEFOLD 
OPTION) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

To effect direct local control of the 
Liquor Traffic in Scotland, and other 
Temperance Reforms: Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Parker-Smith, Mr. 
James Campbell, Sir Mark Stewart, Mr. 
Thorburn, Mr. Ure and Mr. Yoxall; Pre. 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 8th 
June, and to be printed. [Bill 196.] 


COUNTY COUNCILS ADVANCES BILL. 


To enable County Councils in Eng- 
land and Wales to advance money to 
local authorities: Ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Hobhouse, Sir John Doring- 
ton, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Mr. Humphreys- 














128c¢ Petitions. 
Owen, Mr. Channing, Mr. Bill, Mr. 
Brigg, Commander Bethell, and Mr. 


Lloyd-George ; Presented and read first 
time; to be read second time on Mon- 
day, 16th May, and to be printed. 
[No. 19/.i 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1888) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

To amend the Local Government 
Act, 1888: Ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Bigwood and Mr. Howard; Pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
198.] 


PETITIONS. 


NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL. 


For additional Provision; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 


In favour, from Driffield, Tetbury, and 
Northleach ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 


For weekly payment, from Uxbridge, 
Wolstanton, and Fulham; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


Against, from Peebles, Galashiels, Sel- 
kirk, and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table. 
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Petitions. 


DOGS REGULATION 
Against, from London, Melton Mow- 


BILL. 


bray, and Worthing; to lie upon the 


Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES), 


Against State Regulation, from Glas- 
gow, and Eccles; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


In favour, from Aberdeen, Stirling, 
Newhaven, Whitehills, Paisley, Dundee 
(3), Glasgow, Lochee, and Biggar; to 
lie upon the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
Of Kincardine O’Neil, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
From Ossett, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POOR LAW ACTS AMENDMENT Bit. 
From Govan, for alteration; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
From Banff, in favour ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
For alteration, from Selkirk and Ding- 
wall; to lie upon the Table. 


In favour, from Leith, Edinburgh, Scot- 
tish Chamber of Agriculture, and 
Hawick; to lie upon the Table. 























SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour, from Rothesay, Barrhead, 
Ashford, Hull, Newhaven, Yeador, Rom- 
sey, Dundee (2), Camperdown, Glasgow, 
Irvine, Edinburgh, and Reston; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
In favour, from Thornaby-on-Tees, 


Hogland Nether, Middleton, Leeds, Kin- 
cardine O’Neil, Friockheim, Cloughmills, 
and Belfast ; to lie upon the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour, from Forest Gate, Beving- 
ton, Maidstone, Accrington, Newbury, 
Weston-super-Mare, Mexboro’ (2), Syden- 
ham, Manchester, Wilsden, Canonbury, 
Stony Stratford, Oving, Mickleton, 
Danby Bottles, Long Eaton, Barnsley, 
Dorset, Bath, Chelsea (3), Norwell, Stan- 
ley, Masham, Heeley (2), Sheffield (10), 
Brinkworth, Fulham, Hereford (6), 
Brightside, St. Leonard’s on Sea, Top- 
sham, London (2), Bow, Kiveton Park, 
York (4), Lambeth, Winterwell, White- 
inch, Salford (2), Nottingham (2), Up- 
holland, Preston (2), Ilfracombe, New- 
ton Abbot, Ashburton, Rawmarsh, Hali- 
fax, Bolton, Hollinsend, Rochdale, Rams- 
gate, Castle Donington, Ripley, Hull, 
Jordanhill, Norwich, Exeter, Maryle- 
bone, Torquay (3), Leominster, Milns- 
bridge, Amesbury, Awsworth, Letton, 
Burraton, Bearwood, Thornaby, Morley, 
Friockheim, Dumbarton, Kincardine 
O’Neil, Stockton-on-Tees, Hoylake, and 
Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF 


VIVISECTION. 
From Peckham, for prohibition; to 
lie upon the Table. 


lyse Fishguard and Rosslare {3 May 1898} Railways and Harbours Bill. 


RETURNS, ETC. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 
Copy presented of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commission during the month 
of February, 1898 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES (COMMERCIAL, No. 4, 
1898). 


Copy presented of Correspondence re- 
lating to Sugar Bounties [by command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2068 


and 2072 [by command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TEMPORARY LAWS. 


Register of Temporary Laws for the 
Fourth Session, Twenty-sixth Parliament, 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, pursuant to Report of the 
Select Committee on Expiring Laws in 
Session 1866; to be printed. [No. 190.} 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(ACCOUNTS). 

Return ordered, “of the Accounts, as 
they are respectively made up, of the 
Metropolitan Water Companies to the 
30th day ef September, and the 31st 
day of December, 1897 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 366, of Ses- 
sion 1897.”—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE 
RAILWAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 


On the Order for Second Reading, 


*Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston): I may at once say what view 
‘|the Government take as to the attitude 

















they should assume with regard to this 
Bill. There is a certain Motion down on 
the part of my honourable Friend sitting 
below the Gangway referring it to a 
Select Committee, or I should say a 
hybrid Committee. That instruction we 
shall undoubtedly agree to, as we shall 
also agree to the Instruction which he pro- 
poses to move with it. Our reasons are 
very plain. There ave two things which 
are wanted with regard to this Bill. We 
want a great deal more light thrown upon 
it than we have had at the present 
moment. In the next place we must 
show that there is complete agreement 
between the Irish Members sitting on 
both sides of the House and the Govern- 
ment, that, although we are anxious that 
there should be an alternative route of 
communication between England and the 
south of Ireland, we are also most anxious 
that that route shall be a competitive 
one. I never recollect a Bill brought 
before this House as to which the House 
was so little in possession of the real 
facts as we are with regard to this Bill. 
From time to time, ever since the nego- 
tiations began, there have been constant 
changes going on. Those changes have 
been going on even till within the last 
few days, and what is the result? The 
result, undoubtedly, is that we hardly 
know who really are the promoters of 
this Bill at all. We have got a shrewd 
suspicion, and more than a shrewd sus- 
picion, that the nominal promoters are not 
the real promoters at all. Then, in addi- 
tion to that, we do not know how far this 
Bill—which deals with a complete scheme, 
a scheme which would open out com- 
munication from Rosslare on the east to 
Cork on the west—is intended to be 
carried out, or how far it is the intention 
of the promoters to pick out parts of the 
Bill, with the object of later on introduc- 
ing a scheme, not the same scheme that 
is in the Bill, but a scheme of a totally 
different character. Theu with regard to 
those whom we know to be the actual 
promoters of the Bill, we do not know 
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how far they are working together. We 
do not know what their relations one to 
another may be. We do not know which 
of these two great railway companies is 
to control the other, which is to have the 
predominant voice; and only recently, 
within the last few days, there have been 
various proposals made. One of these 
railway companies has proposed to buy up 
the Lismore and Fermoy Railway, and 
the other proposes to buy up the Water- 
ford, Dungarvan and Lismore Railway. 
Therefore, we do not know how far they 
are working in co-operation at all, and, if 
they are working in co-operation, what 
their mutual relations are ; and we do not 
know what their real intentions are with 
regard to the Bill. Under these circum- 
stances the opinion of the Government is 
that this Bill should be read a second time, 
and that it should be referred to a hybrid 
Committee. That, so far as I can see, 
is the only possible way in which full 
light can be thrown upon the intentions 
of the promoters. I should think that 
everybody would be of one mind as to 
the fact that it would be a great advan- 
tage to the south of Ireland to get a com- 
pany like the Great Western there. And on 
the other hand, with regard to the Great 
Southern Railway, what we are anxious 
to do is, knowing that they are the owners 
of the present road to Dublin, to prevent 
them having the absolute command of 
both routes. I hope, therefore, that the 
Irish Members will, one and all, support 
the Government, and show a firm front on 
this matter, which we all believe is one 
of very great importance to the south of 
Ireland. If the matter is properly 
handled, I believe that a scheme may be 
evolved which would be a great advan- 
tage to the south of Ireland; and, of 
course, I should be sorry to say one 
single word which would in any way dis- 
courage the Great Western Railway. | 
would rather give it encouragement, and 
on the part of the Treasury we offer it 
that encouragement. We feel, as all the 
Irish Members feel, that this is such an 
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important matter, involving, as it does, so 
much of the future prosperity of the 
south of Ireland, that we ought not to be 
left in the dark with regard to it. We 
therefore think that the hybrid Com- 
mittee, which the honourable and gallant 
Member proposes to consider it, would be 
the best means of obtaining the light 
that is so urgently required. 


Mr. J. E. REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I have a notice on the Paper to move 
that this Bill be read a second time this 
day six months, and that being so, I 
naturally have listened with the greatest 
possible interest to the statement which 
the right honourable Gentleman has made. 
Speaking of that statement generally, I 
am inclined to say that it must be im- 
mensely satisfactory to the Irish Mem- 
bers who are interested in this matter to 
find that, on the main question which is 
at issue, the Government, as represented 
by the right honourable Gentleman, are 
at one with them. Under these circum- 
stances I am not quite sure that it 
would be a wise course for me to adopt 
to persevere with the Motion of which I 
have given notice ; but at the same time I 
must candidly say that I think the argu- 
ments which the right honourable Gentle- 
man has just addressed to this House 
might all of them have been used with 
great effect in support of a Motion refus- 
ing to give a Second Reading to the Bill. 
At any rate, everybody concerned must 
admit that this Bill is one of such large 
and far-reaching importance to the whole 
south of Ireland, and the circumstances 
under which it has been presented to 
the House at the present moment, are of 
so strange and so extraordinary a charac- 
ter, that a full discussion, or at least 
some discussion at this stage of its pro- 
cedure, ought to take place. I do not 


think that the interest which we all have 
at heart would be served by simply 
agreeing, without discussion, to the course 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
has suggested. 


I think it would be 
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well that the whole matter should 
be discussed here and now, so 
that everybody concerned outside this 
House may clearly understand what are 
the points upon which the Irish Mem- 
bers and the Treasury are agreed. If 
ever there was a case in which the incon- 
venience of discussing Irish private Bills 
in this House was apparent it is the 
present one, because the subject at issue 
in this Bill is an intricate and compli- 
cated one. There have been many and 
varied and ever-changing negotiations, 
spread over a large number of months, 
and with several railway companies ; and 
although all the circumstances, or most 
of the main facts, at any rate, connected 
with this question, are familiar to the 
Irish Members, it may be truthfully said 
that those main facts are quite unknown 
to the general run of Members of this 
House. But it is essential, in my 
opinion, that the main facts of this case 
should be understood, not only in this 
House, but by the public outside, as soon 
as possible, and it is for that reason that 
I venture for a very few minutes to occupy 
the attention of honourable Members 
while I endeavour to state those facts. 
The history of this Bill is a most extra- 
ordinary one. There is, in the county of 
Waterford, a line of railway known as 
the Waterford, Dungarvan, and Lismore 
Railway, which was built a considerable 
number of years ago, and in connection 
with which there was a guarantee given 
by the ratepayers of the county and city 
of Waterford; and for a large number 
of years those ratepayers have been pay- 
ing this guarantee at the rate of £14,000 
a year, and I believe they are still liable 
for another 17 or 18 years to continue 
that payment. In addition to that, the 
Government—the Treasury—hold a mort- 
gage of nearly £100,000 upon this line, 
and last year the Treasury determined, 
in consequence ef the accumulation of 
arrears of interest upon their debt, to 
foreclose the mortgage and to sell the 
line. In conjunction with this line there 
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is another short line running from Lis- 
more to Fermoy, which belongs to the 
Duke of Devonshire ; and when the Trea- 
sury last year threatened to sell the Water- 
ford, Dungarvan, and Lismore lines, two 
rival proposals were made by two different 
railway companies to purchase these two 
lines, each of those companies undertak- 
ing to relieve the ratepayers of a certain 
portion of the guarantee, each of them 
promising in addition to provide a new 
and independent route—a through route 
—from Cork t6 London. This new route 
would manifestly be of enormous value 
to the south and south-west of Ireland, 
so long as that new route was one which 
would be in competition with the existing 
route—that is, in competition with the 
route which is run at present by the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
of Ireland, and which now enjoys 
a monopoly of the route from Cork 
to London, and which, in matters of 
freight and matters of through fares, 
does exactly as it pleases, quite irrespec- 
tive of the interests of the public. One 
of these rival proposals for the purchase 
of these two local Waterford lines came 
jointly from the Great Western Railway 
of England and the Great Southern and 
Western Railway of Ireland, and they 
proposed that the new route should be 
from Cork to Fermoy—over the two 
local lines in Waterford, and then from 
Waterford to Milford. This proposal 
when it was made public, though it 
received some support in the city of 
Waterford, and in one or two other 
places, was vigorously opposed in most 
parts of the south of Ireland, and it was 
opposed chiefly upon this ground: that 
it would not be a competitive route at 
all, but would still maintain the mono- 
poly of the Great Southern and West- 
ern of Ireland Railway ; and the upshot 
of it was that eventually the negotia- 
tions which were going on between the 
Treasury and the Great Western and the 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Railways for the purchase of these lines 
broke down, and broke down quietly, 
because it was found impossible to obtain 
from the Great Western sufficiently satis- 
factory guarantees that under this pro- 
posed arrangement the Great Southern 
and Western would not have the 
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monopoly, and would not have.a com- 
plete control over the new route. So 
much for the one scheme. The other 
scheme was put forward by a rival com- 
pany, the Fishguard and Rosslare Rail- 
ways Company, which also proposed a 
new route, which was to run from Fish- 
guard to the port of Rosslare, and thus 
have a new line across a part of the 
county of Wexford to Waterford, and from 
Waterford, by the two local lines 
which were to be purchased, to Fermoy, 
and from Fermoy, by a new line to 
be built, direct to the city of Cork. 
In this case there could have been no 
doubt, at any rate, that the new line 
would be a competitive route—that it 
would be an alternative route to the 
Great Scuthern and Western of Ireland 
Railway, and a competing one. But 
what has now happened is this: that the 
Great Western Company and the Great 
Southern and Western Company of Ire- 
land, having failed in their joint negotia- 
tions, have abandoned their original 
scheme, and have purchased the scheme 
of their rivals, the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railway Company, and now 
come before Parliament to champion the 
Rosslare scheme—the Rosslare scheme 
with certain very essential differences. 
They propose now to carry out the 
Rosslare scheme with this difference: 
that from Waterford, instead of going 
over the local lines in the county of 
Waterford to Fermoy, and thence by a 
new line to Cork, they propose to go 
from Waterford over the Waterford and 
Limerick line to Cork, running by 
Limerick Junction and Mallow; and in 
order to carry out this purpose, the 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Company have entered into an arrange 
ment to purchase the Waterford, Dun- 
garvan, and Lismore Railway, and also 
the Central Railway Company of Ireland 
in addition, and the result will be that, 
if this new arrangement is carried out, 
the Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company will not only have their 
present monopoly increased and _ per- 
petuated, and, asI will show, safeguarded 
in such a way that never at any time 
can there be a competing route, because 
the new proposal is not merely what I 
have stated, but it is also to purchase the 
two local Waterford lines—the Water- 
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ford, Dungarvan, and Lismore Railway, 
and the Lismore and Fermoy Line. 
What for! Is it to be used as part of a 
new and competing route? Nothing of 
the kind, because I have been informed 
in the most authoritative way by the 
representatives of the Great Western 
Railway in England. that they do not 
intend to connect the new route to 
Waterford city by a bridge—that is. one 
end of the local lines—and they do not 
intend to join Fermoy to Cork—that is 
the other end of the local lines; so that 
these two local lines are to be left dere- 
lict. Why have they been purchased? 
In order to render it impossible in 
future for any route to be made which 
would be a competing route against the 
one which they are now establishing by 
the purchase of the Waterford and 
Limerick Line, and thus perpetuating the 
powers of the Great Southern and Wes- 
tern of Ireland Railway. If this scheme 
is carried out the monopoly of the Great 
Southern and Western Railway in the 
south and south-west of Ireland would 
be established for all time, and it will 
never be possible in the future to con- 
struct a competing route. The right 
Lonourable Gentleman says he does not 
know who the present promoters of this 
Bill are: that is a figure of speech. He 
does know perfectly well. They are the 
Great Western Railway Company of Eng- 
land. He knows that. The Great Wes- 
tern Railway Company are promoting 
this line: but when this Bill was intro- 
duced—this actual Bill which the House 
of Commons is asked to pass to-day— 
at the commencement of the Session, it 
was promoted by the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Company, and then the Great 
Western Railway Company presented a 
petition against it, and this petition, 
on which I might rest the whole of my 
ease against this Bill is of the most 
extraordinary character. They say— 
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“The proposed railways are quite uncalled 
for and unnecessary with respect to or for the 
purpose of either local traffic or through or 
cross-Channel traffic. The construction of such 
railways cannot be justified, whether with 
regard to the demands for railway accommo- 
dation or the probability of a remunerative 
return upon the expenditure of capital involved 
in the proposed undertaking.” 


Remember that those are the words of 
the men who are now promoting this 
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scheme. What do they mean? Here 
by this Petition the Great Western Rail- 
way Company declares that this line 
cannot be made remunerative, and now 
they ask the House of Commons to pass 
this scheme. How are they going to 
make it remunerative? The only way 
in which they can possibly make it 
remunerative is by setting up this 
monopoly, when they will become 
masters of the situation, and when they 
can recoup themselves by increased fares 
and increased rates upon freights in Ire- 
land. I might go through this Petition 
clause by clause, and rest my case upon 
these clauses. Another one says— 


“The lines of the proposed railways have 
been badly selected, and they are open to 
many objections from an engineering point of 
view, and otherwise, the crossings of the 
Rivers Suir and Barrow in the manner pro- 
posed are most objectionable, and will obstruct 
and interfere with the navigation of those 
rivers, and with the traffic thereon, and the 
proposed railways cannot be constructed for 
the amount of the estimated cost thereof.” 


It seems to me to be a preposterous thing 
that a company, having presented a peti- 
tion of this kind, should come round and 
actually support a Bill which they have 
denounced in that way. I have hitherto 
spoken of the general interests of the 
south of Ireland. There are particular 
interests also. There is the particular 
interest of the county of Wexford. 
According to this scheme, a large sum 
of money will be spent in improving Ross- 
lare Harbour, and in building a railway 
from Rosslaie across the southern part 
of the county of Wexford to Waterford. 
Now, I should be very sorry to have any- 
thing to do with or to take any action 
myself which would be likely to prevent 
the possibility of a through route from 
Rosslare being created. My objections 
to taking that course would be justified 
by many reasons, one of which is of a 
somewhat personal character, and that 
is that the original idea of this through 
route to Rosslare was conceived and 
announced nearly 40 years ago by 8 
erand-uncle of mine who at that time 
sat in this House as Member for Wex- 
ford. In addition to that I am bound 
to the county of Wexford by very close 
ties, and it would be impossible for me to 
take any action likely to prevent the crea- 
tion of this through route. After all, the 
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predominating factor must be this: what 
is the interest generally of the whole 
south of Ireland? Then, with regard to 
Waterford, what are her particular in- 
terests! I say nothing now at all about 
the creation of a rival route there, 
because, so far as I can gather the 
opinions of my constituents in that 
matter, they are not afraid of that, and 
they do not desire to obstruct in any way 
at all the creation of this line from Ross- 
lare. But what is their interest apart from 
that? It is proposed to cut Waterford off 
from this new route. The routes to con- 
nect Waterford with the new route at the 
Waterford end, and to increase her rail- 
ways at the other end, are cut off, and 
no connection is to be made _ between 
Fermoy and Cork. Then there are the 
particular interests of Cork. What has 
Cork to gain from a scheme of this kind? 
I say that Cork has everything to lose. 
In the original Bill of the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railway there were three rea- 
sons in favour of Cork. First, there was 
to be a loop line to connect all the rail- 
ways in the city of Cork. Secondly, it 
was proposed to give them a direct line 
from Fermoy to Cork. Thirdly (and this 
was the great reason), they were pro- 
mised a route which would compete with 
the Great Southern and Western Railway, 
and would be an enormous benefit to the 
trade of their city and county. All these 
things have disappeared, and, so far as 
I can see, the interests of Cork must be 
strongly opposed to the = of this 
Measure as it stands. But, Sir, over and 
above all of these individual interests 
and individual cases, must be the great 
interest of the welfare of the whole south 
and west of Ireland generally. This Bill, 
as it stands, only deals with one portion 
of this scheme of the promoters, and if 
this Bill were passed it would be neces- 
sary for the promoters to come to Parlia- 
ment next year again with new Bills 
dealing with other portions of their 
scheme. I submit, Sir, that this is a 
matter which should be dealt with as a 
whole. I submit that the whole scheme 
of the promaters should be put into Bills 
and submitted to Parlfament at the same 
time, and considered at the same time by 
Parliamentary Committees. What can 
be the case if this Bill is sent to a Com- 
mittee? The Committee will be called 
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‘upon to express an opinion upon one por- 


tion only. The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Secretary to the Treasury, who, 
I think, is in general agreement with us 
as to what we want, seems to be quite 
easy in hismind asto what will happen if 
the Bill is sent to a hybrid Committee, 
and if the Instruction of the honourable 
and gallant Gentleman opposite is car- 
ried. I do not entirely share that view. 
The Instruction of the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman is to the effect that 
the Committee is to inquire into any, or 
all, of the proposals contained in the Bill, 
and to report whether they are preju- 
dicial to the creation of a competitive 


route in the future. If those are 
not the words, I think I have 
given the sense. But this Bill 


does not contain all the proposals of 
the promoters. It only contains one 
small portion of the scheme of the pro 
moters, and it might be quite possible 
that the hybrid Committee would report 
that there is nothing objectionable in 
this Bill, because the Bill will be 
narrowed down to the building of a line 
in Wexford. There is nothing in this 
Bill to create a monopoly in Ivelaud, but 
they ought to know that the purchase 
of the Waterford and Limerick Railway, 
of the Central Ireland Railway, and of 
the Waterford, Dungarvan, and Lismore 
Railway, by the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company, is really an 
integral part of the whole scheme ; but 
if they do know that it will be outside 
their purview. I say that all these 
things do point to the creation of a 
monopoly, and I am not entirely satis- 
fied that the appointment of a hybrid 
Committee is the best method of pro- 
tecting our interests. I take the ground 
very strongly that it is dangerous 
and unwise for this House to pass one 
portion of a scheme until it has the other 
portions before it. I think it is unwise 
for the House to let go its grip upon anv 
portion of a scheme until it has con- 
sidered and approved of the whole 
scheme. New, it is a strange thing that 
we are asked to pass the Second Reading 
of this Bill, in view of the statements 

made by the Secretary to the Treasury 
to the effect that he himself is in the 
dark in this matter. In a matter of such 
vast importance as this every single 
item of the scheme should not only be 
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known to the Treasury, should not only 
be known to the Irish Members repre- 
senting the districts, but should be 
known to the Irish public, and should 
be known to that public in time to enable 
them to express their opinions before 
the matter is decided in this House. At 
the present moment, if this Bill is 
passed, we are taking a leap in the dark, 
and do not know where it will land us. 
We do not know what the gentlemen 
promoting this Bill have in their minds, 
and I submit that under these circum- 
stances it will be a far wiser thing to 
postpone the Second Reading until the 
whole of the proposals are laid before 
the House. The plans of the promoters 
are changed day by day. Nobody knows 
whether to-morrow they will be the same 
plans that they proposed to-day or not. 
Ouly last Monday, at a meeting of Irish 
Members, we were told that the Great 
Western Railway were in negotiation 
for the purchase of the Waterford, Dun- 
garvan, and Lismore Railway, and on 
Friday, when I called to see the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, he told me that 
up to that moment he had received no 
such proposal at all. How can the 
House act with confidence in dealing 
with people whose plans change from 
moment to moment, and whose state 
ments are of that character? You ought 
not to give any power of this kind on 
the faith of any promises or any 
assurances for the future. Their 
promises and their assurances should be 
in the Bill you are considering, and 
therefore I think it is unwise for this 
House to pass this Bill on the promise 
that next year another Bill will be intro- 
duced giving certain safeguards against 
monopoly. I find myself in a difficulty 
about this matter. I believe that the 
proper and consistent course will be to 
reject the Second Reading of this Bill 
altogether. The action which the 
Government has taken has placed me 
in a difficulty. I am convinced that the 
right honourable Gentleman is at one 
with us in our desire to prevent the 
creation of a monopoly in the south of 
Ireland. That being so, am I justified 
in refusing to aecede to the course which 
he has suggested? I do not like the 
course. I think it is an unwise one; 
but if we accept it have, at any rate, 
this saferuard: that we have the public 
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pledge of the Government that they, as 
a Government, will see that this scheme 
is not worked in the dark, but that it 
will be fairly worked. For these reasons 
I do not feel justified in proceeding with 
my Motion ; but I do say that the people 
who are interested in this matter *. Ire- 
land will look to the right hon sable 
Gentleman, who has now taken a serious 
responsibility upon his shoulders in this 
matter, to see that he, acting for the 
Government, will prove faithful to his 
pledge, and that at every step of the 
future procedure of this Bill the interests 
of the people will be safeguarded, and 
that every measure necessary will *» 
taken to prevent the creation of a 
monopoly which would be disastrous tv 
a degree to the whole south-west of Ire 
land. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): My 
name, Sir, is the first one which appears 
on the back of this Bill, and to that extent 
I do not know whether to say fortunately 
or unfortunately—I am responsible for its 
appearance before the House to-day. And 
yet, Sir, I rise, as the honourable Member 
who spoke before me rose, in some doubt 
as to whether it is not my duty to the 
Irish public, and to the constituency 
which I represent, to move that this Bill 
be read a second time this day six months. 
That position will seem, perhaps, rather 
paradoxical to those who are unac- 
quainted with the history of this Bill. 
But those who have followed the various 
involutions of its history will see, I 
think, that a Member situated as I am 
displays considerable forbearance in not 
taking the step which I have indicated, 
and in acceding to the course which the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary for the Treasury has invited us to 
take. I put my name on the back of this 
Bill because I conceived that it was a 
Bill which would doubtless confer great 
benefits on the people of the south of 
Ireland, and more particularly because 
I conceived that it would also confer 
great benefits on the city of Cork. The 
preamble of the Bill recites that it is 
desirable that railway communication 
should be established between the city 
of Cork and the port of Rosslare, and it 
was on the faith of the representation of 
the promoters that that was an essential 
part of the scheme that they received 
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support from me, and from other public 
men in the south of Ireland. The Bill 
now comes before this House after a 
change of promoters with that essential 
portion of the scheme dropped, so far as 
they are concerned, and the desire which 
they originally professed to connect the 
borough of Cork with Rosslare in the 
south of Ireland. no longer exists. Sir, 
these gentlemen, the promoters, came 
among us in the south of Ireland pledg- 
ing themselves to the establishment of 
this through route. On the faith of 
those pledges they obtained from me, and 
from other public men in the south of 
Ireland, valuable support. They obtained 
the support of the honourable Member 
for Cambridge, they obtained the support 
of the honourable Member for South 
Hants, and they obtained the support of 
the honourable and gallant Member for 
Yarmouth, whose public spirit in connec 
200 With this Bill entitles -him to the 
thanks of the localities interested in the 
scheme. Furthermore, they obtained, out- 
side of the support of Members of Parlia- 
ment, the support of men like the Mayor 
of Cork, who spent himself night and day 
in order to preserve their interests, Sir 
George Courthorpe, and other public men 
in the county of Cork. They obtained that 
support, and they induced the public of 
the south of Ireland to interest them- 
selves in their scheme. They induced 
the public of the south of Ireland to bring 
pressure to bear upon His Grace the Duke 
of Devonshire, to lend his aid to their 
plans, and to come into the undertaking 
which they professed themselves anxious 
to set on foot. They brought pressure to 
bear upon the Treasury to abandon an 
arrangement which they had _pub- 
licly entered into with those two joint 
companies, the Great Western and the 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland. 
And here I will take this public oppor- 
tunity of thanking the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury for the great courtesy with which 
he always received us, the great con- 
sideration which he always gave to the 
representations which we made to him, 
and for his evident sympathy with the 
object which we had in view, and for his 
desire to do what was best for the Irish 
interests and for the benefit of the south 
of Ireland as « whole. 


Mr. M. Healy. 


Having com- 
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menced the scheme in such a splendid 
way, I regret to say that it had a very 
lamentable catastrophe. Having suc- 
ceeded in obtaining for the promoters of 
this line the support of, practically, the 
united south of Ireland, having got the 
Duke of Devonshire, at some considerable 
pecuniary risk, himself to give his support 
to it, and having induced the British 
Treasury to abandon an arrangement 
which they had entered into, these gentle- 
men, behind our backs and without one 
word of consultation with us, and with- 
out, from beginning to end, even saying 
“By your leave,” or “ With your leave,” 
go over to the Great Western Railway 
Company of England, and have a secret 
treaty with them, and sell their whole 
undertaking. My opinion is that gentle 
men who act in this manner ought to be 
taught a lesson. I think that promoters 
of an undertaking of this kind ought to 
be taught that they shall not be allowed 
to trifle with the public of these coun- 
tries, and with a Government Depart- 
ment which watches over interests of 
this kind. I would further tell them 
that the end is not yet. They 
have at present, by a _ private 
arrangement, involving considerable 
responsibility to individuals, by putting 
forward certain nominees in the interests 
of the Great Western Railway of Eng- 
land, made arrangements with the 
original promoters of this scheme to take 
over their interests. Well, that trans- 
action, fortunately, has to come before 
Parliament for its approval. Fortunately, 
in all of these transactions dealing with 
railways and their transfer, Parliament 
reserved to itself the right of review- 
ing them, of considering them, and of 
claiming whether they shall be sanc- 
tioned or not; and I have to say, on 
behalf of the public of the south of Ire 
land, who have been practically tricked 
in this matter, that when these gentle- 
men come before Parliament to ask for 
Parliamentary sanction to this arrange- 
ment, we shall be there to scrutinise 
those arrangements and to see that 
justice is done to all concerned. If I 
and other men in my position—or if the 
gentlemen who interested themselves in 
this matter—had been gulled in the ordi- 
nary way by adventurers and under- 
takers, I suppose that the best course 
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would have been to hold our tongues 
and to bear cur humiliation with as 
much dignity as possible. But that is 
not the case; we took all the precau- 
tions that reasonable men could be 
expected to take. This scheme was 
accredited to us by a Government Depart- 
ment, and the promoters had been in- 
vited to come to us and undertake this 
project. We did not deal with these 
people until we had satisfied ourselves 
that there were behind it men of sub- 
stance, and, as we believed, men of 
honour, who were able to carry out the 
undertaking which they had set on foot, 
and who, we believed, would so carry it 
out. All I can say is that I am a poor 
man, and these men are rich men, but 
for all their wealth I would not be to-day 
in the position in which they have placed 
themselves. So much for the history of 
the Bill in the past ; and perhaps I should 
to some extent apologise to the House for 
introducing into a Debate of this kind a 
matter of, more or less, a personal char- 
acter. I would not have done it if I alone 
were concerned in it; but, in the interests 
of the many public-spirited men of the 
south of Ireland who have given their 
support to this scheme, I think it is only 
proper that on the floor of this House 
I should make some such statement as 
I have now done. That being the past 
history of this transaction, let me say a 
word or two as to the future. I will 
endeavour to sever this transaction from 
its past and to consider the proposals of 
these promoters im vacuo, as it were, 
and without any reference to the trans- 
action which may well excite the irrita- 
tion of my mind. Considering it in that 
way, and considering it as the promoters 
now put it before us, it proposes to con- 
struct across the county of Wexford a 
line of railway some 40 miles in length. 
Some people have said that it is easy te 
make proposals of this kind in a Bill, 
and that it is one thing to make them 
and another thing to carry them out. 
That may be so, but I, for my part, can 
see no reason why the present promoters 
of this Bill, if they do not desire to carry 
out that undertaking, should go forward 
with the Bill at all. It would have been 
competent for them, to use a vulgar 
phrase, to square their opponents, to sit 
down upon the concession, and to say: 
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“ Now, we have got hold of the Fishguard 
undertaking it is no longer a certain 
rival, and we will drop this proposal for 
a new railway in Ireland.” As they per- 
sist in pursuing this Bill, I am com- 
pelled to believe, considering the matter 
candidly, that they certainly intend to 
carry out their project; and, believing 
that, I think it carries with it the 
further proposal that, having made the 
Wexford Railway, they certainly intend 
to set up a great main road between 
Fishguard and Rosslare. They have 
pledged themselves to us in conference 
to put upon the sea, between Fishguard 
and Rosslare, 20-knot steamers, which 
would be quite as good as those between 
Dublin and Holyhead. The position 
which I therefore have to consider is 
this: Am I justified in stepping in 
between the south of Ireland, and par- 
ticularly the county of Wexford, and a 
large and beneficial scheme such as this 
undertaking would unquestionably be, 
simply because the past promoters of 
this Bill have dealt with the south of 
Ireland in the way which I have 
described? Reference has been made to 
the connection of the Great Western 
Railway with this project. I have no 
hostility whatever to the Great Western 
Railway Company. I believe, on the 
contrary, that the advent in Ireland 
of a great English company, prepared 
to spend its money in developing 
the railway and other resources of that 
country, would be a great blessing to every 
part of Ireland, and for my own part I 
welcome the Great Western into Ireland, 
and I only hope that other railway com- 
panies will follow their example. Consider- 
ing, therefore, the proposals of the Bill as 
they now stand, and considering them 
alone, I do not think, although perhaps 
it would be difficult to show, that the city 
of Cork, which I represent, will gain any 
special benefit from the undertaking, still 
it is bound to benefit in a general way 
with the country as awhole. It will sus- 
tain, at any rate, no injury from the pro- 
posals which are involved, and I,for my 
part, if the matter stood there, would not 
feel myself justified in asking this House 
to reject the Bill. But the matter does 


not stand there. Unfortunately the Great 
Western comes before this House in very 
bad company. 


Of the Great Western 
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Railway Company itself I do not wish to 
say one harsh word. Of the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
of Ireland no Irish Member will ever say 
one good word. They come here pro- 
moting a large and important scheme ; 
they will come next year promoting a still 
larger and still more important scheme, 
and it is a singular fact, but I believe that 
out of the whole 103 Members who repre- 
sent Ireland in this House there is not 
one who will stand up and say that he isa 
friend of that company. If that state of 
things exists, it exists not because of any 
natural perversity on the part of the Irish 
Members, but because the management 
of the Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way of Ireland has been such as not to 
command the confidence of any section 
of the Irish public. That is one fact, 
but we have a further fact. The Great 
Southern and Western Railway of Ireland 
comes before us as the allies of the Great 
Western Railway in this Bill. They 
intend, as we have heard, to come before 
us next year with an enormous scheme 
for swallowing up practically every rival 
line in the south of Ireland. We have 
heard a great deal of the disadvantages 
which result to Ireland from having a 
large number of small lines of railway, 
and we have heard a great deal of the 
great advantages which would result to 
Treland from an amalgamation of those 
railways, and from putting them under one 
central authority. Well, my view of that 
subject is this: amalgamation of railways 
is good or bad according to circumstances. 
Amalgamate as much as you like, so long 
as you are amalgamating railways which 
are not competing with one another ; but 
when you carry your principle of amalga- 
mation to this extent, that you propose to 
amalgamate competing lines, and the fact 
of whose competition is the sole guarantee 
which the public of the country have for 
reasonable rates and proper manage- 
ment, then I say you are introducing a 
fatal policy into the management of 
Trish railways. Any considerable scheme 
for the amalgamation of non-competing 
Trish lines, would, I think, have the 
hearty support of all Irish Members: 
but when a company like the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
comes before us with a scheme not for 
the amalgamation of non-competing lines, 
but for the suppression of all railway com- 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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petition in Ireland, then I warn those gen- 
tlemen that thew have some very rough 
weather before them in Parliament, when 
such a proposal as that comes before this 
House. The position of affairs as regards 
this great company is most remarkable, 


Their principal port is Dublin. Their 
next principal port is Cork. It has 


always been a matter of wonder to any- 
one interested in Irish railway develop- 
ment that this great line, having had 
dozens of opportunities for doing 0, 
never sought to get into the port of 
Waterford. Yet for 40 or 50 years they 
have managed their affairs in that retro- 


grade and unenterprising way. Twenty 
years ago they could have bought the 


Waterford and Limerick Railway for a 
song. Twenty years ago they could have 
bought the Great Central of Ireland Rail- 
way for a song. Ten years ago they 
could have had, for the asking, the 
Waterford, Dungarvan, and Lismore Rail- 
way. What has brought about this extra- 
ordinary change in the attitude of this 
company? All of a sudden, without one 
word of warning, this company, which 
would not for twenty years take 
a present of any of these lines, 
has become alive to the necessity 
for railway amalgamation, and_ they 
propose to embark almost millions 
of capital in buying up the Waterford 
and Limerick line, the Central of 
Ireland line, and the Waterford, 
Dungarvan, and Lismore line. Why 
is this? Because the shadow of com- 
petition has cast itself in front of 
them ; because the danger of competition 
has at last arisen, because the English 
railway companies have at last become 
alive to the possibility of assisting their 
own lines by taking some interest in, and 
by making some connection with, the 
Irish companies. The moment. this 
danger of competition arises, the moment 
this company sees the possibility of any 
other line than their own laying their 
hands on any portion of railway traffic, 
that moment they abandon their tra- 
ditional policy and make this gigantic 
proposal for swallowing up every line 
which has in itself the element of com- 
petition with their own. The circum- 
stances of this proposal for amalgama- 
tion are most suspicious, and they will 
require the close scrutiny of Parliament. 
We Irish Members will deem it to be 
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our duty to watch these proceedings 
very closely indeed, and if any railway 
directors in Ireland or in England are 
so ignorant of what goes on in this House 
as to suppose that the Irish Members 
will treat these matters as merely in 
the interests of shareholders, or as 
merely in the interests of the railway 
companies, and that they will leave out 
of sight the interest of the country as 
a whole, then I tell those gentlemen that 
they are vastly mistaken. We will 
watch all their proposals carefully ; we 
will canvas them and scrutinise them, and 
we claim from the Government. of this 
country that they will not permit one of 
those proposals to pass except they are 
satisfied that they are for the good, not 
of the shareholders concerned, not for 
the companies concerned, but they are 
for the good of the Irish public as a 


whole. That is the position which T 
take in this matter, and taking that 
position, notwithstanding my original 


desire, in view of the conduct of the 
gentlemen who were first concerned in 
this scheme, to move the rejection of 
this Bill, I hold that the Secretary of 
the Treasury has taken a wise and pru- 
dent course—that it is a good thing that 
we should have an investigation by a 
Committee of Parliament into this 
question of railway communication and 
railway development. I think it is a 
matter for congratulation that we shall 
have these gentlemen before us on oath. 
and that we shall have an opportunity 
of taking down their words in. shorthand 
and of reducing their somewhat nebulous 
preposals into a concrete form of clause 
and sub-clause. There has been » wood 
deal of what I may call “in-and-out 
running” in the proposals of this com- 
pany. The Great Southern and Western 
Company proposed to take: up these 
Waterford lines as a private undertaking, 
That is the first proposal. Then the 
Great Western and the Great Southern 
and Western acquire them jointly, and 
then there is a third proposal that the 
Great Western shall buy one of these lines 
and the Great Southern and Western 


the other. These involutions and 
convolutiongs are of a character which 
necessarily excite suspicion in our 


minds, and while I have said that I 
shall be very sorry to kill any scheme 
which has in it any germs of good for 
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any district in Ireland, I think at the 
same time we are entitled to claim that 
before any scheme of this kind is passed 
we should have an opportunity of 
examining the whole question and of 
hearing in a plain and downright manner 
what these companies really mean to do, 
and who willhave the control when they 
carry their undertaking into effect. I 
join in what the honourable Member for 
Waterford has said as to the satisfaction 
which is felt by us that the Secretary to 
the Treasury, speaking on behalf of the 
Government, has taken upon himself a 


responsibility in connection with this 
matter. I welcome that fact with 
pleasure, because I think it involves 


this: That the Government as a whole, 
and particularly the Government of Ire- 
land, will interest themselves in this 
matter of railway communication in 
Ireland, and will insist upon having 
competitive routes. I am glad of it 
because I think it means that they will 
not simply interest themselves in this 
Bill this year, but that they will interest 
themselves in a still more important Bill 
which will come before us next year. 
Welcoming the action of the Government 
as I do, I am forced to the conclusion 
that that action involves this: that when 
the Government invite the Irish 
Members to take a certain step on their 
responsibility, that we, as Irish Members, 
should at any rate take that course, and 
should concur in what the Government 
proposes. Therefore, because the Govern- 
ment advise us to do so, and because I 
think it advisable that all Irish Members 
should be as much as possible at one 
on this question, I concur with 
the action which the honourable Member 
for Waterford has taken, and I will 
support the Second Reading, of course 
on the understanding that the Instruc- 
tion of the honourable and gallant 
Member opposite is proceeded with. 


Mr. J. J. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I do 
not propose to detain the House very long, 
but, representing. as I do, West Water- 
ford, I have a very considerable interest 
in this Bill, more especially as the city 
of Waterford pays annually a very large 
sum towards the guarantee which has 
been mentioned by both preceding 
speakers. In connection with the atti- 
tude which the honourable Member for 
the city of Waterford has taken in this 
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matter, I desire to say that I do not 
agree with the honourable Member that 
it is necessary for the House to have 
before it the whole scheme which is in 
contemplation by the Great Western 
Company of England and the Great 
Southern and Western Company of Ire- 
land. The honourable Member for the 
City of Waterford has a strong objection 
to the carrying of the scheme which 
relates to the amalgamation or purchase, 
by the Great Southern and Western Com- 
pany of Ireland, of the Waterford and 
Limerick Company, of the Central of 
Ireland Company, and of the Waterford, 
Dungarvan, and Lismore Company. 
That portion of the scheme is not now 
before the House, and when it does come 
before the House, as I anticipate it will 
do next year, it will be then for the 
House to deal with it, and I have no 
doubt that the Irish Members as a whole, 
supported by the Government in the 
matter, will secure the rejection of that 
particular scheme. My interest in this 
matter is an immediate interest, for my 
constituents have been paying for a long 
period of years nearly £9,000 a year, 
and still remain liable for a period of 
17 or 18 years more to the same annual 
contribution. Therefore I am in favour 
of any proposal which will give speedy 
and immediate relief to the ratepayers 
of the county of Waterford and to the 
city of Waterford. I believe that if this 
additional part of the scheme be 
brought before the House next year, and 
if it do not receive the sanction of the 
Hous, then I think that the Waterford, 
Dungarvan, and Lismore Railway will, 
as the honourable Member for the City 
of Waterford said, be left derelict by the 
companies which now propose to acquire 
it. I have down on the Paper, in con- 
nection with this Bill, an Instruction 
which proposes to ask the Committee to 
which the Bill will be referred. to insert 
a clause to provide that the proposals 
made by the promoters for the relief of 
the ratepayers of the county and city 
of Waterford are inserted in the Bill. 
The proposal which the promoters 
originally made with the ratepayers of 
the county and city of Waterford 
amounted to a reduction of 2 per cent., 
or £5,600 of the £14,000 contributed. 
As, however, I believe that the Treasury 
are bound by repeated pledges in this 
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matter, not to let any Bill pass this 
House which does not secure relief, and 
considerable relief, for the ratepayers of 
the county and city of Waterford, I do 
not propose to move the Instruction, for 
I believe that this Bill, coming, as it 
will, before a hybrid Committee, will 
put the Treasury in a position—and will 
put Parliament generally in a position— 
to secure, if necessary, the revision of 
the proposals which were originally made 
by the promoters, and I hope that we 
shall be able to secure better terms than 
the terms which were brought forward 
last year. Since then, of course, a trans- 
formation scene has occurred, and the 
promoters who now put this Bill before 
the House are not the original promoters. 
I trust that the Treasury will see its way 
to secure relief to the county and city 
of Waterford from the entire guarantee 
of £14,000 a year, in consideration of 
the sacrifices that the ratepayers of 
Waterford have made in the past, 
because it was in consequence of their 
guarantee that this Waterford, Dun- 
garvan, and Lismore line, which is the 
central fact in connection with all these 
schemes, was built, and it never would 
have been built if they had not under- 
taken to give that guarantee. For that 
reason I trust that when this question 
comes before the hybrid Committee the 
Committee will endeavour in every way 
possible to secure the best terms they 
can, with the obiect of relieving these 
ratepayers altogether of the burden of 
that guarantee. 


frm R. U. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge): I came into this House 
ready to vote for the rejection of this 
Bill. I am one who has_ suffered, 
and is still suffering, from having 
been deceived by one of the com- 
panies more or less interested in the 
promotion of this Bill. I have listened 
to the explanatory, clear, and straight- 
forward statements of the honourable 
Members for Cork and Waterford, and I 
entirely endorse the opinions that they 
have so fairly expressed. Those opinions 
are the opinions of those on this side of 
the House who are interested in this 
Bill. After, however, the statement of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury, I would appeal 
to the House to allow the Motion for 
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the rejection of the Bill to be withdrawn, 
and the Instruction of the honourable 
Member for Yarmouth, that it be sent 
to a hybrid Committee, to be carried. 
On behalf of those who are acting with 
me on this matter, and who have been 
alluded to by name, I thought it advisable 
that we should express to the House the 
opinion that we are entirely at one with 
honourable Gentlemen opposite in this 
matter. 


Sm T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 
This Bill not only affects the county 
in which I live, but it also affects my 
constituency, which is one of the divi- 
sions of Kerry. I have, therefore, some 
reason for expressing my satisfaction with 
the speech of the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury. The right honourable Gentleman 
thoroughly expressed my opinion in this 
matter, and I think that in the trans- 
action of the negotiations in connection 
with this scheme the right honourable 
Gentleman has taken a very friendly and 
kindly part in endeavouring to meet the 
wishes of the Irish Members. I should 
be very loath to do anything that would 
prevent the carrying out of this project 
—perhaps I should not say this project, 
but, at any rate, some railway project— 
because I am fully alive, in the first 
instance, to the very great advantages 
which would accrue to my own county 
by the construction of this proposed new 
railway, and also the very great advan- 
tage which would accrue to my own con- 
stituency in the county of Kerry. In 
the south of Ireland we very badly want 
further railway connections and further 
railway development, but this particular 
Bill or project has been brought forward 
in so many shapes, and promoted in such 
very extraordinary ways, that we are 
justified in feeling somewhat suspicious 
about it. The history of the proposal 
has been given, but I may perhaps 
explain how the proposal was submitted 
to us in the county of Wexford. First, 
we were told that an independent com- 
pany was going to build a railway in 
Wales, and then start some steamships 
going 20 knots from Fishguard to Ross. 
lare, and then construct a railway in Ire- 
land. Then we were given to under- 
stand that the company had been 
adequately financed, and had every means 
and intention of carrying out the pro 
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posal. The residents of the county of 
Wexford were induced by these repre 
sentations to take up the case of this 
railway very strongly. Then, in some 
extraordinary way, the original promoters 
of this project disappeared, and gave 
place to the Great Western Company of 
England. Then things went on very 
nicely ; we were very glad indeed to hear 
that that company was going to develop 
Ireland ; but that company disappeared, 
and we were confronted with our friends 
the Great Southern and Western Com- 
pany of Ireland. With all these changes 
the House will understand why it is that, 
while we are not anxious to prevent a 
proper scheme of railway development 
from being carried out, we are really 
desirous that the matter should be 
ventilated, or that it shall be put into the 
hands of a company which will do the 
work honestly, so that it may be the 
means of strengthening and developing 
the trade of the south of Ireland. 


Question put— 
“That this Bill be read a second time.” 


Motion carried. 


Sirk JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): After the speeches which we 
have heard it will not be necessary for 
me to detain the House for more than a 
few minutes, because I entirely concur 
with all that has fallen from the honour- 
able Members for Waterford, Cork, 
West Kerry, and my right honour- 
able Friend behind me. The object we 
have in moving for this Committee is to 
get a little light thrown upon trans- 
actions which are now so dark, and we 
feel it is important, because, as the 
honourable Member for Cork said just 
now, there has been a great deal 
of running in and out throughout the 
whole transaction. It is certainly true 
that one of the companies ran in and 
out by the promises which they made. 
The object of this hybrid Committee 
is to take care that the House itself 
is not run in to commit itself to 
a policy which will be disastrous 
to the south of Ireland, and it can, 
not be too often repeated, although 
it has been repeated once or twice, that 
there are concurrent transactions outside 
this Bill now taking place. which may 
warn the Members from Ireland as to 
what they may expect next year. The 
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Great Southern and Western Railway, 
having established itself in domination 
over the Great Western, is now proceed- 
ing to swallow up other railways, so as 
to complete the whole monepoly. This 


information is public property. It 
is known that they have offered 
for the Waterford, Dungarvan, and 


Lismore line, and the Central Ire- 
land line, and that they will be coming 
next year for the sanction of this House 
to those transactions. It is well known 
that they have negotiated and arranged 
for the purchase of the Waterford and 
Limerick Railway, and that they will be 
coming next year for the sanction of this 
House to that transaction. The object 
of this Committee is to go to the root of 
the whole matter, and to thrash out all 
these transactions which have taken 
place, so that the House shall be put in 
possession of the facts of the case as 
they are, so that, if this Great Southern 
of Ireland Railway Company comes for- 
ward next year with these schemes, the 
House will be able to deal with them as 
they deserve, and they will deserve, 
according as they come out from the 
searching inquiry of this hybrid Com- 


mittee. I beg to move the Instruction. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I 


believe that I have a right to speak 
on this subject. I have sat for Water- 
ford since 1885. I support the Instruc- 
tion that has been moved by the honour- 
able and gallant Gentleman opposite, 
and I hope it is wide enough 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member seems to be under the impres- 
sion that the Instruction has been moved. 


Mr. POWER: On the point of the 
appointment of the hybrid Committee I 
should like to make a few remarks. It 
is not my intention to go through the 
whole history of this complicated busi. 
ness. The honourable Member for the 
city of Waterford, I think, has given as 
lucid a description as to how matters 
stand as can be given, ccnsidering the 
nature of affairs, because the affairs con- 
Sir J. Colomb. 
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nected with this Bill have become as com- 
plicated as those of the Far East. Repre- 
senting as I do the constituency mainly 
concerned, I wish to say that I am glad 
that the right honourable Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury has made the 
statement which he has, and I hope that 
when the matter comes before the hybrid 
Committee he will make the best bargain 
that he can. All Ireland is interested in 
this matter, but the county of Wexford, 
which pays £14,000 a year, is especially 
interested. We have paid £308,000, and 
we are liable for more 





*Mr: SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member is making a Second Reading 
speech. 


Mr. POWER: Very well, Sir, I will 
conclude by saying that I heartily sup. 
port the appointment of a hybrid Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. J. E. REDMOND (Waterford): 
[I am not entirely satisfied with 
the wording of the Instruction. 
The idea of the Instruction is, of 
course, to give an opportunity for 
a full inquiry into the whole of this 
scheme to see whether, viewing it in all 
its bearings, the scheme put forward by 
the promoters is one calculated to bene- 
fit. the south of Ireland. I am afraid that 
such an inquiry cannot be made. One of 
the chief difficulties under which we are 
labouring is that this Bill does not con- 
tain the entire scheme. As everybody 
knows, part of the scheme is to purchase 
the Waterford and Limerick Railway. 
That is not in this Bill. That will come 
up next year in a separate Bill, and 
under the terms of this Instruction, it 
is an essential portion of the scheme of 
the promoters—namely, the through 
route over the Waterford and Limerick 
is excluded from the purview of the 
inquiry. Then,I say that asearching and 
full inquiry will be impossible. I will 
not labour this point. I hope I have 
made it clear. The Bill does not con- 
tain all the proposals. This Instruction 
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there is no objection, then it will be very 
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empowers the Committee to inquire into 
all the proposals contained in the Bill, 
and will, therefore, exclude from the 
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Question put— 
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“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 


mittee that they do inquire and report whether 


purview of the Committee some of| the adoption of any or all of the proposals 


the most essential 


whole scheme. 


portions of the 


stances, I would ask the permission of the | ¢ 
House to amend this Instruction. I am 
a little doubtful as to the words that 
I would propose, but if the sense of my 
words is gathered by the House, and if 


easy to put the idea that I have got into 
more accurate words. I would suggest 
that the Instruction should run in this 
way-— 


“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee that they inquire and report whether 
the adoption of any or all of the proposals 
contained in the Bill, either in themselves, or 
in connection with the acquisition of other 
railways, would prevent or produce proper 
competition.” 


Therefore, the Amendment that I desire 
to move would be, after the word “ Bill,” 
in the second line of the Instruction, to 
insert the words— 


S.W.): 
State for the Home Department whether 
the new scheme for the organisation of 
Discharged Prisoners Aid Societies is now 
in force, and whether there has been any 
change in the scheme as embodied in the 


contained in the Bill would prevent or preja- 
3 : dice adequate competition in the railway system 
Under these circum-| jn the south of Ireland, or in the system of 


ommunication between that country and 


England and Wales.” 


Motion agreed to. 


QUESTIONS. 


DISCHARGED PRISONERS’ AID 
SOCIETIES. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of 


“Fither in themselves or in connection with | letter addressed to the Chairman of such 


the acquisition of other railways.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That would be an 


extension of the Instruction, and cannot 


societies by the Prison Commissioners on 
the 12th October last? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 


be moved without notice. In any case, it HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. Riv- 


would not be in order, because it would 


LEY, Lancashire, N., Blackpool): The 


be going into matters altogether beyond actual order on the subject has not yet 


the scope of the Bill. 


Question put— 


been issued, but the new scheme will take 
effect as from the Ist April, and appli- 
cations for registration and certificates 
have already been received from more 


“That the Bill be committed to a Select Com- 
mittee of nine Members, five to be nominated 
by the House and four by the Committee of 
Selection. That, subject to the rules, orders, 
and proceedings of this House, all petitions 
against the Bill be referred to the Committee, 
and such of the petitioners as pray to be 
heard by themselves, their counsel, agents or 
Witnesses, be heard on their petitions against 
the Bill if they think fit, and counsel heard 
in support of the said Bill against such peti- 
tin. That the Committee have power to 
send for persons, papers, and records. That 
five be the quorum.” 


Motion agreed to. 








than 40 societies. No change has been 
made in the scheme as embodied in the 
Commissioners’ letter. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to page 55 of Mr. Merrick’s Report 
on Discharged Prisoners’ Aid Societies, 
from which it appears that some of these 
societies pay a prisoner’s fare home cut 
of the gratuity which he has earned; 
and whether, inasmuch as provision is 
made by the Prisons Acts for defraying 
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these expenses out of public moneys, he 
will take steps to prevent such a disposi- 


tion of the gratuities earned by prisoners? 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: Yes, Sir; this 
matter has been under consideration, and 
steps are being taken in the direction 
suggested. 


REDIRECTION OF PARCELS. 


Mr. J. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he can state the grounds 
on which a parcel on which 10}d. had 
been paid was redirected from the House 
of Commons to Eaton Square free of 
charge, but when redirected from the 
House of Commons to the Grand Hotel, 
Charing Cross (about one-third of the 
distance to Eaton Square) was held liable 
to an additional charge of 10}d.; 
whether, down to 31st May, 1892, when 
the existing regulations on the subject 
came into force, parcels, in common with 
other postal packets, were redirected 
from one point to another within the 
metropolis free of charge; and whether 
he will, having regard to the amount of 
profit to the Department produced by the 
present rule, as compared with the incon- 
venience to the public, restore the old 
rule, and concede once more the free 
redirection of parcels within the metro- 
politan postal district? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1o 
tHe TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston): As Eaton Square and the House 
of Commons are both served from the 
same parcel delivery office, a parcel 
under the rule, addressed to one of the 
places would be redirected without 
charge to the other. As the Grand Hotel 
is in the Western Central and the House 
of Commons in the South Western Dis- 
trict, and the two places are served from 
different offices, a parcel redirected from 
one of the places to the other would be 
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rightly charged additional postage. The 
reason of the rule is that redirection from 
one district to another involves 


a 
practically new dispatch and pos 
sibly additional railway charges. Up 


to the end of May, 1892, parcels were 
redirected free from any part of London 
to any other. In 1892, however, the 
regulations for redirection of all postal 
packets were reconsidered, and parcels 
were treated differently from other postal 
packets on account of the greater facility 
with which the charge could be collected, 
and because on them alone the railway 
charges are calculated for each parti- 
cular packet. The Postmaster General 
is not at the present time prepared 
to modify the existing regulations so as 
to admit of parcels being redirected 
without charge from one part of London 
to another. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman make Lon- 
don one postal delivery so far as parcels 
are concerned? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, I do not see why 
that should be done. 


ASSESSMENT DEFAULTERS IN 
MADRAS. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can state the number of 
defaulters in the Presidency of Madras, in 
addition to the 56,648 whose lands were 
sold for non-payment of land assessment 
in the seven years 1887-94, whose personal 
property was sold for the same reason in 
those seven years; whether the Madras 
land revenue returns for the years 1894-5 
and 1895-6 have yet been received at the 
India Office, and whether they contain 
this information ; and, if so,can he state 
the number of cultivators whose land or 
personal property was sold for non-pay- 
ment of assessment in those two years, 
and also in the previous seven years}; 
whether he can state the proportion of 
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land sold for non-payment of assessment 
which was bought in by Govern- 


ment, and what was bought by other 
persons respectively, and whether the 
former amounts to inore than 44 per 
cent.; and whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House the last Report 
received from the Madras Government 
relating to land revenue affairs? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Gzorce Hamitron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The number of defaulters, 
whose personal property was sold for non- 
payment of land revenue in Madras 
during the seven years 1887-94, was on 
the average of those years 7,967 in each 
year, out of a total number of more than 
three million holdings under Govern- 
ment besides a very large number under 
Zemindars. The reports do not specify 
whether these defaulters were in addition 
to the defaulters whose land was sold. 
The Madras revenue returns for 1894-95 
and 1895-96 received; and 
they give the numbers of defaulters whose 
real property and personal property was 
sold for arrears of land revenue. If the 
terms “land” and “real property” are 
assuined for this purpose to be convertible, 


po) 


have been 


then the figures are 





Seven Two 

years. years. 

1887-94 1894-96 
Defaulters whose land 


was sold 56,648 14,411 
Defaulters whose per- 

sonal property was 

sold 55,772 6,717 


During the nine years to which the fore- 
going figures relate the proportion of 
defaulters’ lands bought in by Govern- 
ment was between 44 and 45 per cent. ; 
and the proportion bought in by other 
persons was between 55 and 56. Copies 
of the Madr-s land revenue reports for 
the years 1894-95 and 1895-96 can be 
furnished to the honourable Member 
if he wishes for them. I do not propose 
to lay them on the Table. 


‘ 


SAFETY RAILS FOR FISHING BOATS. 


Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire): I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate whether his attention has been 


VOL. LVII. 


[Fourtn Series.] 


{3 May 1898} 








Constabulary 158 
drawn to the case of the Peterhead fish- 
ing boat Z'ry Again, which put into 
Buckie Harbour on the 14th instant, 
having lost four of her crew who were 
washed overboard; whether there is 
reason to believe that this loss of life 
might have been prevented if the boat 
had been provided with safety rails ; 
and whether he will consider the desira- 
bility of requiring the larger class of 
fishing boats to be provided with satis- 
factory safety rails! 


Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GrauaAM Mvrray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Fishery Board 
that the calamity in question was 
reported to them, but no _ reference 
was made to the question of safety 
rails. The Board, however, have re- 


peatedly drawn attention to the extreme 


desirability of providing such rails, 
and at the beginning of this year 


issued a notice to owners and masters of 
deep-sea fishing-boats calling their 
attention to this important matter. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
Mr. C. J. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will consider the desirability 


of largely reducing the number of officers 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary and 
place either head constables or senior 
sergeants in charge of the less important 
districts, now in charge of district 
inspectors, and thus give the men of the 
force a better chance of promotion in a 
reasonable time, and also effect a further 
considerable saving to the revenue? 


Tut CHIEF SECRETARY 10 THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 


(Mr. Gpratp Batrovur, Leeds, Central) : 
I am not prepared to say that the 
number of officers at present in the 
Royal Irish Constabulary is in excess of 
that required for the efficient per- 
formance of the duties demanded of 
them, and it would not, in my opinion, 
be for the public interest, or for the 
good of the force, that any change 
should be made in the existing system 
of supervision and control. As under a 
recent Order half, instead of, as formerly, 
one-fourth, of the promotions to the rank 
of district inspector are given to head 
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constables, any reduction in the number 
of officers would adversely affect the 
interests of the deserving men in the 
ranks for whose benefit the change was 
made. 


NEWFOUNDLAND MISSION, 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies what 
is the object of the mission of the New- 
foundland delegates to this country? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES (Mr. J. CHampBer.arn, 
Birmingham, W.): The object of the 
mission is to discuss with me the Reso- 
lution of the Legislature asking for the 
appointment of a Royal Commission to 
inquire into the affairs of the colony. 


IRISH POOR LAW FINANCE. 

Mr. J. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how much the poor rate struck by 
boards of guardians in Ireland for the 
year 1896-97 was short of the amount 
required to leave the unions in Ireland 
out of debt on the 29th September, 
1897? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board are not at present in 
& position to furnish information in reply 
to this Question, but a Return is in 
course of preparation showing the 
financial condition of each poor law union 
at the close of the financial year ended 
in 1897, together with the amount of 
rate assessed in each union for the 
expenditure of that year. Some neces- 
sary information has not yet been 
received, but it is expected that the 
Return will be completed very shortly. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour): Will the right honourable Gentle- 
man give a Return also of the amount 
annually expended in the year? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will con- 
sider that. 


IRISH COUNTY CESS. 
Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
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land whether he can state the gross 
amount of county cess struck by all the 
grand juries in Ireland for each of the 
years 1895, 1896, and 1897, respec- 
tively! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
amounts of county cess levied at 
the March and July Assizes in the 
years 1895, 1896, and 1897, respec 
tively, were £1,323,312; £1,280,577; 
£1,348,859. The amount for 1897 may 
be subject to some slight revision when 
the final returns shall have been 
received. 


Mr. DALY: Was 1896 selected as the 
standard year under the Local Govern- 
ment Bill. because the cess was smaller 
in that year than in other years? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: On the 
contrary, the figures show that the cess 
in 1896-97 was greater than in previous 
years. 


CUSTOM HOUSE WATER GUARD 
DEPARTMENT. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he has received 
the petition, dated October last, of the 
naval pensioners employed as extra men 
in the Water Guard Department of the 
Custom House, a copy of which has been 
sent him, and which was originally 
addressed to the Commissioners of Cus- 
toms; whether it is a fact that the 
petitioners when engaged were told that 
they would be allowed to serve till 
the age of 65, and whether all other 
extra men who served prior to 1896 
have this privilege ; and whether he can 
see his way to granting the prayer of 
the petitioners that at the age of 60 
they should be allowed to remain on 
land duty at a lower scale of pay until 
the age of 65? 


Mr. HANBURY: The petition re 
ferred to was dealt with by the 
Commissioners of Customs, to whom it 
was addressed, and was not submitted to 
the Treasury. It was signed by 34 
extra men employed on rowing and 
other water guard duties on the 
river in the Port of London, nine 
of them being naval pensioners. 
The rule directing the removal of 





The Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
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these men from the list of water guard 
extra men at the age of 60 was laid 
down by Treasury Minute in June, 
1894; and 60 is a fair limit of age to 
which to retain men whose duties 
require them to row boats among the 
crowded shipping of the Thames in all 
states of tide and weather. I am not 
aware that these men were told when 
they were engaged that their services 
would be retained until the age of 
65; and certainly no one had authority 
to tell them so. The other extra men 
referred to are, I think, those wh» 
entered the body of Customs watchers on 
its formation in May, 1896, and who 
were allowed—if their services wer? 
required and they were fit for work— 
to remain until 65. But all watchers 
who have been engaged since that date 
have to retire at 60; and the Commis 
sioners of Customs were unable to agree 
to the retention of the water guard extra 
men after 60, either on water guard or 
landing duty. The memorialists were 
so informed. 


CARLOW DISTRICT LUNATIC ASYLUM. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the numbers he has 
mentioned with reference to the ser- 
vants and attendants employed in the 
Carlow District Lunatic Asylum include 
all servants and attendants, male and 
female, employed in that institution, 
whether actually hired by the board of 
guardians or by the resident medical 
officer on their behalf; whether the 
names of 30 servants and attendants (28 
female and 2 male) have not been in- 
cluded in the Return made to him, whose 
average service is about ten ‘weeks; 
whether he will ascertain who was re- 
sponsible for furnishing him with an 
incorrect and misleading Return; 
whether he will get a Return of the 
names and length of service of the entire 
staff of the institution on the 2nd of 
May ; and. if, after consideration of this 
further information, he will have an 
inquiry made into the causes or reason 
for so many servants and attendants 
leaving this institution? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The num- 
bers mentioned by me on Friday last 
included the cases of all officers and at- 
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tendants who have left the Carlow 
Asylum since the 1st January, 1894, but 
not the cases of servants hired by the 
Resident Medical Superintendent on 
behalf of the governors. The fact, I am 
now informed, is as stated in the second 
paragraph. The Return from which the 
figures already quoted were taken was 
furnished by the Resident Medical Super- 
intendent. The inspectors of lunatic 
asylums have called for the information 
suggested in the fourth paragraph. Tne 
consideration of this further information 
cannot affect the decision expressed by 
me on Friday last—namely, that I had 
asked the inspectors on the occasion of 
their next visit to the asylum to inquire 
and report whether there is any special 
reason for dissatisfaction on the part of 
the subordinate staff of the establish- 
ment. 


CONVICTION OF AN OXFORD SOCIAL 
DEMOCRAT. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that a 
member of the Social Democratic Federa- 
tion, named Thomas Partridge, has been 
sentenced to imprisonment for address- 
ing a meeting at Oxford; that similar 
meetings have been held at the same 
place in Oxford by members of this 
body for a considerable time without any 
interference on the part of the local 
authorities ; and that the disturbance on 
the occasion which led to Partridge’s 
prosecution was mainly due to the oppo- 
sition of a dissenting body of youths; 
whether he is aware that Partridge has 
been sentenced to a month’s imprison- 
ment as a result of this disorder arising 
out of the opposition to the meeting 
which he addressed; and that other 
meetings have been tolerated by the local 
police in the same place; and whether 
the Home Secretary will take into con- 
sideration the case of Mr. Partridge, and 
consider the expediency of his release? 


Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that at the City Court of Oxford, 
on 22nd April last, T. Partridge was 
summoned for obstruction and fined the 
maximum, 40s. and costs 16s. 6d.; and 
that the accused elected to go to gaol 
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for one calendar month, with hard 
labour ; whether he will inquire whether 
the evidence showed that any obstruc- 
tion was intended or took place; and 
whether he will consider the remission 
of the sentence? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I had already 
made inquiry into this case. The 
prisoner was convicted under the Hig- 
way Act, after a long and careful hear- 
ing, and was sentenced to pay the maxi- 
mum fine of 40s., with costs, or in 
default «2 month’s imprisonment. He 
elected to go to prison. It is the case 
that meetings have been previously held 
at the same place by this body, but, 
as I am informed, the annoyance and 
obstruction caused by them had grown 
to such an extent that the Watch Com- 
mittee were compelled to take action. 
It was open to the prisoner to appeal, 
and if he was dissatisfied with his con- 
viction or sentence, that would have been 
the right course for him to take. What- 
ever opinion I might form of the sen- 
tence passed, I do not see my way, in 
view of this right of appeal, and on a 
general consideration of the cireum- 
stances, to recommend any interference. 


CUSTOMS COLLECTORSHIPS. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, in inquir- 
ing into the case of the outdoor depart- 
ment of Her Majesty’s Customs, he pro- 
poses to deal with the question of 
promotion to collectorships; and, if so, 
whether he will hear the case that can 
be stated by the outport clerks, super- 
intendents, and collectors who will be 
affected thereby ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I understand that a 
scheme affecting the organisation of the 
Collectors’ Branch is at present under 
the consideration of the Commissioners 
of Customs. In connection therewith, 
due regard will be paid to the interests 
of those officers whom it may affect. 


CATHOLIC CHAPEL IN THE DUBLIN 
MILITARY PRISON. 


Mr. HARRINGTON: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
Mr. Field. 
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whether the present accommodation fcr 
Roman Catholic Divine service in the 
Military Prison, Arbour Hill, Dublin, was 
reported by Field Marshal Lord Roberts 
in February, 1897, as totally unsatisfac- 
tory; whether the War Office, upon 
receipt of this report, directed that a 
chapel should be provided for Roman 
Catholic worship; and what steps have 
since been taken to carry out this order? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to rue 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett Wiis, 
Birmingham, S.): My right honour- 
able Friend has asked me_ to 
answer this Question. Improvement is 
considered desirable in the accommoda- 
tion referred to, but it had to be excluded 
from this year’s Estimates in favour of 
more urgent services. It will be con- 
sidered with next year’s Estimates. 


Mr. HARRINGTON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
a communication was forwarded to Tim 
on 28th August, 1897, from the Roman 
Catholic chaplain of Arbour Hill Military 
Prison, Dublin, denying and disproving 
a statement affecting him in a Report of 
Colonel Garsin, Deputy Inspector of Mili- 
tary Prisons, to the War Office ; whether 
the reverend gentleman demanded that 
this statement affecting him should be 
withdrawn ; and whether there has been 
any acknowledgment of his communica- 
tion, or any step taken to secure the with- 
drawal of the statement in question, or 
substantiate it by evidence? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: I will ask 
my honourable Friend to postpone this 
Question till Friday. I am not sure that 
the communication has not been dealt 
with by Lord Roberts. 


JUBILEE POSTAL REFORMS. 

Mr. J. J. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether any steps have yet been 
taken to carry out the undertaking given 
last year that a house to house delivery 
of letters would be instituted in every 
part of the three kingdoms; and, if not 
why not? 

Mr. HANBURY: It was expressly 
stated at the time the concession was 
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made that the work would necessarily 
occupy @ considerable time. Arrange- 
ments have, however, already been made 
for bringing no fewer than 14 millions of 
letters a year into the free delivery. It 
was estimated, roughly, that there were 
only about 16 millions of letters to be 
éealt with. There is reason to think that 
this number was an under-estimate, and 
that the work of affording a free delivery 
to every house was greater than was anti- 
cipated last June. The work is proceed- 
ing with all possible despatch. 


Prosecution of 


INSPECTORS OF MINES. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department to give 
the names of the six inspectors of mines 
who are to receive an additional allow- 
ance of £100 each per annum, and the 
reasons for such addition to their annual 
salaries ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The six allow- 
ances referred to have been assigned to 
Mr. Wardell, Dr. Foster, Mr. Hall, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Martin, and Mr. Robson. In 
selecting the inspectors for the allowances 
I had regard to the special duties some 
of them perform, the specially large and 
difficult districts under the charge of 
others, and generally the length and value 
of the services they have rendered. 


SKIBBEREEN ASSAULT CASE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
police authorities of Skibbereen have 
knowledge of a girl named Mary Collins, 
a domestic servant, having been assaulted 
(as she alleges) on the 20th instant by 
her employer ; whether the girl, who was 
wounded in the head, was attended by 
Dr. Roycroft, and what was his conclu- 
sion; and whether the police have insti- 
tuted a prosecution in this case, or intend 
to do so? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In this case 
it is alleged by Mary Collins that her 
employer assaulted her on the 20th April 
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by striking her with a whip. It is a fact 
that she was attended by the medical 
gentleman named, but, as the case will 
form the subject of investigation before 
the magistrates in petty sessions to- 
morrow, it is not advisable at present to 
make any further statement in reference 
to the matter. 


INFRINGEMENT OF THE FACTORY 
ACTS AT SOUTHAMPTON. 

Mr. H. J. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the case of a drapery 
firm in Southampton, who, for working 
three girls all night, and for seven hours 
without an interval, were fined 1s. and 
costs in each case ; whether such a trans- 
gression of the Factory Acts constitutes, 
as stated by the Mayor, but a technical 
offence ; and whether he will consider the 
advisability of remonstrating with the 
Southampton bench of magistrates? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT: My attention 
has been called to this case. The women 
were employed for 22} hours continu- 
ously, and from midnight to seven in the 
morning without even an interval for a 
meal. The only explanation given was 
that there was an urgent order, that the 
women were individually asked if they 
wished to work without an interval, and 
that they were allowed to rest next day. 
The same firm had been convicted last 
year of a similar offence. The fine im- 
posed in each case was ls., but, including 
costs, the total penalty was £2 17s. The 
amount of the fine is left by the Act in 
the magistrates’ discretion, but I have 
written to them strongly expressing my 
opinion that they were not justified in 
treating the violation of the Factory Acts 
in this case as a merely technical offence. 


PROSECUTION OF MISS LOUISA 
BROWNE. 


Mr. J. G. SWIFT MacNEILL (Done- 


gal, S.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland with regard 
to the question of compensation 
to Miss Louisa Browne, who was 


arrested, imprisoned, remanded, and at 
last committed for trial, at the instance 
of the advisers of the Crown in Ireland, 
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on a charge of wilful murder, which the 
Crown have now withdrawn ; whether he 
is aware that in the case of William 
Habron, who was convicted in August, 

1876, of wilful murder at Whalley Range, 
Manchester, and sentenced to death—a 

sentence commuted to penal servitude for 
life—Lord Cross, who was Home Secre- 
tary at the period, on 3rd April, 1879, on 
Habron’s innocence having been estab- 
lished, stated in the House of Commons 
that the Government intended to pro- 
pose a Supplementary Vote to Parliament 
for the sum of £1,000 as compensation 
to Habron; and whether, seeing that in 
Habron’s case the sufferings endured were 
the effect of a mistaken verdict of a jury, |; 
whereas the sufferings in Miss Browne’s 
ease are due solely to the action of the 
Executive Government in instituting the 
prosecution against her, he will advise 
the Government to consider the advisa- 
bility of granting some compensation to 
Miss Browne? 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxrvson, Londonderry, 
N.): I am aware of the facts stated in 
the Question in-reference to the case of 
Habron. But the case of an innocent 
person like Habron, who was wrongly 
convicted, bears no possible analogy to 
that of a person like Miss Browne, who 
was arrested under circumstances of the 
gravest suspicion and discharged from 
prison the moment evidence was given 
to explain the facts which bore against 
her. I greatly regret that this lady, 
whom I believe to be quite innocent, 
has been caused any inconvenience or 
suffering, but an investigation was im- 
perative, and the police would have acted 
improperly had they refrained from 
arresting her at the time they did. Cases 
of the kind occur frequently both in this 
country and Ireland, and there is no pre- 
eedent for awarding the compensation 


asked for. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it the fact 
that on the third remand of this lady 
before the police magistrate her solicitor 
implored the magistrate to hear evidence 
on her behalf, and the reply was that he 
could not unless the Crown closed their 
ease? Did the Crown refuse to produce 
their witnesses then? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I believe that state- 
ment is an exact reversal of the facts. 


{COMMONS} 
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SANITARY CONDITION OF POST 
OFFICES. 


Mr. F. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary to yt 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will state who is 
responsible for the supervision of the 
sanitary condition of post offices; 
whether the officers in charge of the 
buildings are not permitted to allow the 
local sanitary authorities to visit the 
premises; and whether he will direct 
that when the members of the postal 
and telegraph staffs complain of the 
inadequate arrangements made for safe- 
guarding health in post offices, the local 

sanitary inspector or factory inspector 
shall be permitted to investigate the 
cases, being accompanied in the visita- 
tion by a member of the staff? 


Mr. HANBURY: All post offices 
which are not provided by the depart- 
ment itself are subject to inspection by 
the local sanitary authorities. Crown 
post offices—i.e., those provided by the 
Department—are, like other buildings, 
the property of the Government, exempt 
from inspection by the local sanitary 
authority. The Postmaster General is 
responsible for the supervision of the 





sanitary condition of these offices; and 
by his direction the sanitary arrange- 
ments are under constant supervision 


by the officers in charge, as well as by 
the local medical officers to the depart- 
ment; they are also supervised by the 
professional officers of the Board of 
Works. When a sanitary inspector 
desires to visit one of these offices, the 
officer in charge is instructed to obtain 
authority for him to do so. Whenever 
the staff of any office complain of inade- 
quate arrangements for safeguarding 
their health, the complaint is “jmmedi- 
ately investigated, and steps are taken 
to apply any ‘remedies that may be found 
necessary and practicable. In the cir- 
cumstances, it is not at present con- 
sidered necessary that the local sanitary 
inspector, or factory inspector, should 
have further facilities for investigation. 


PLAGUE AT CALCUTTA. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he has any later information 





Mr. MacNeill. 
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than has been communicated to the Press 
respecting the outbreak of the plague at 
Calcutta ; and whether, in dealing with 
it, every care will be taken not to excite 
the religious antagonism of the natives! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: My latest information regarding 
the plague at Calcutta is dated the Ist 
and 2nd May. The existence of local 
plague cases has, I regret to say, been 
placed beyond doubt; and instructions 
have been given for carrying out the 
preventive precautions prescribed by the 
Venice Convention; 23 cases of plague 
and seven deaths occurred during the last 
four days of April. I am confident that 
the Government, in combating the plague 
a+ Calcutta, will give due weight to the 
religious sentiments of the people, and 
will make every endeavour to obtain their 
co-operation. 


Uniform of 


PRIVATE LUNATIC ASYLUMS. 

Mr. FIELD: I to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the Government have had 
under consideration the advisability of 
abolishing private lunatic asylums; and 
whether, in the meantime, a more effi- 
cient system of inspection and reporting 
will be introduced? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: I am afraid 
I have nothing to add to the answers 
which I have given the honourable Mem- 
ber on this subject in previous Sessions. 
The question has not been specially 
under the consideration of the Govern- 
ment, and it is not proposed to make 
any change in the system of inspection. 
The Lunacy Bill, however, now before 
Parliament, would give the Secretary of 
State and the Commissioners increased 
powers over hospitals in regard to regu- 
lations and their general management. 


Mr. FIELD: Cannot the Government 
take advantage of the opportunity 
afforded by the Lunacy Bill to make a 
reform in the direction I have indicated? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT: I do not 


beg 


quite gather what the honourable Mem- 
ber means, but if he will be good enough 
to look at the Government Bill now 
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before Parliament, and communicate with 


me, I shall be happy to give him informa- 
tion on any point. 


DUTIES IN RHODESIA. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether any alteration has 
been made with reference to the duties 
cn goods imported into Rhodesia; and 
whether the duties at present leviable 
are the same for all countries? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: No Customs duties at 
all are at present collected by the 
Rhodesia administration. The only dues 
cn imported goods are transit dues, col- 
lected by the maritime countries through 
which the goods pass. 


BOMBAY RIOTS. 


Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAGGREE 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India if the 
expected dispatch from the Government 
of Bombay on the riots which took place 
in that city in the beginning of March 
has been received; whether, if such a 
dispatch is received, he will state the 
particulars contained in it, especially as 
regards the origin of the riots; and 
whether he will place the dispatch upon 
the Table of the House? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: (1) The dispatch to which my 
honourable Friend refers has been re- 
ceived. (2) The Bombay Government 
are of opinion that the riots were not 
the result of political agitation, nor 
deliberately planned, but were merely 
a sudden ebullition of disorder among 
an uneducated and fanatical section of 
the community. They add that the 
leading representatives of all classes 
have exerted themselves to allay excite- 
ment. (3) The dispatch and its enclo- 
sures will be included in the next set 
of plague Papers laid upon the Table. 


UNIFORM OF THE CARABINIERS. 


Masor F. C. RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 








171 Phosphorus 
for War whether he is aware that the uni- 
form of the Carabiniers has been already 
changed from red to blue, and is now to 
be changed from blue to red (serge) ; and 
if he will give the reason for the altera- 
tion? 


Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The uni- 
form of the Carabiniers was changed from 
red to blue in the year 1851; and the 
undress frock has now been changed 
from blue to red. This was done because 
it was considered necessary that, for 
service and mobilisation purposes, the 
regiments composing the corps of dra- 
goons should have interchangeable uni- 
forms. No alteration has been made in 
the full-dress uniform of the regiment. 


MAURITIUS GARRISON. 


Mason RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state the augmented 
numerical strength of the garrison of 
Mauritius, which renders a general, adju- 
tant-general, and staff necessary? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: As shown 
at page 22 of the Estimates, the garri- 
son proposed for the year is stated at 
2,733, an increase of 1,519 above those 
taken for last year. The force will by 
an early date next month be raised to 
1,953. The staff at present consists of 
only two officers, the smallest possible for 
such a force. 


PHOSPHORUS POISONING. 

Sirk CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to an inquest held at Bow 
on Saturday concerning the death from 
“phossy-jaw” of a match dipper, aged 22, 
employed at Bryant and May’s, and to 
the coroner’s remarks upon the conduct 
of the manager of the factory; and 
whether he will consider if the time has 
come to prohibit the manufacture and 
importation of the class of matches re- 
quiring the employment of the more 
dangerous kind of phosphorus? 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: At the same time 
may I ask the Secretary of State for the 


Major Rasch. 
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Home Departinent whether his attention 
las heen called to the report of an 
inquest held at Bow, on Saturday last, on 
the body of Cornelius Lean, lately em- 
ployed at the match factory of Messrs. 
Bryant and May, from which it appears 
that Lean was poisoned by the yellow 
phosphorus used in the manufacture; 
that the factory doctor, who admitted 
that the death was due to “ phossy-iaw,” 
gave no indication of this fact on the 
certificate of death; and that the coroner 
commented on the apparent desire to 
hush the whole matter up; whether the 
factory doctor gave the notice to the 
chief inspector of factories, required by 
sub-section (1) of section 29 of the Fac- 
tory Act, 1895; whether the occupier of 
the factory gave the notices to the 
inspector and to the certifying surgeon 
for the district, required by sub-section 
(3) of the same section; whether an 
inspector, or some person on behalf of 
the Secretary of State, was present at 
the inquest to watch the proceedings, in 
accordance with section 19 of the same 
Act; if not, did the coroner send to the 
inspector the notice of the heiding of the 
inquest, required by that section ; and, if 
such notice was sent, why did not the 
inspector attend; and what steps does 
he now propose to take in the matter! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: My attention 
has been called to the inquest. The case 
was not notified either by the occupier 
or by the factory doctar, and the explana- 
tion given by the latter, that he was not 
sure of the diagnosis, appears to me to 
be far from satisfactory. In addition to 
the provisions in section 29 of the Act 
of 1895, the special rules in force in the 
factory require every case where there is 
any symptom of necrosis to be reported. 
The factory inspector attended the 
inquest and has visited the works. He 
reports that in other respects the special 
rules are well observed. I propose to 
make further inquiry into the case. No 
other case of phosphorus poisoning has 
been reported since the Act of 1895, and 
the evidence seems at present insufficient 
to justify the unconditional prohibition 
of the use of yellow phosphorus. 


Mr. R. MCKENNA (Monmouth, N.): 
Has the factory doctor rendered himself 
liable to any penalty? 














Officers’ 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE For tr 
HOME DEPARTMENT: That is a ques- 
tion I would rather not deal with off- 
hand. 
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PATENTS LITIGATION. 


Mr. F. CAWLEY (Lancashire, S.E., 
Prestwich): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 
whether the decision of the 1eferee 
in the test case, Levinstein v. Meister 


Lucius and Bruning, for a compulsory 
licence, under sction 22 of the Patent 
Act, 1883, and which was promised on 
29th March, in a few days, has yet been 
given? 


Tne PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rrrcnr, 
Croydon): Yes, Sir. The referee has 
recommended the grant of a licence on 
certain conditions, too long to explain 
at this moment, but which I shall be 
glad to show the honourable Member. I 
propose to act on his recommendation. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what are the exist- 
ing regulations for the appointment of 
auditors or inspectors to the Irish Local 
Government Board, and is there an age 
limit ? .- 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Under the 
3rd section of the Act, 35 and 36 Vic., 
cap. 69, auditors and inspectors of the 
Irish Local Government Board are 
appointed by the Board, with the sanc- 
tion of the Treasury. Auditors are 
required to pass an examination by the 
Civil Service Commissioners in certain 
subjects, which are set forth at page 114 
of the 27th Report of the Commis- 
sioners. They must be over 25, and 
under 40 vears of age when appointed. 
There is no prescribed qualification, or 
age limit, in the case of the general 
mspectors, but I may observe that five 
of the eight inspectors now holding office 
gave evidence of their fitness for the posi- 
tion when they were temporarily in the 
service of the Board, and prior to their 
permanent appointment. The qualifica- 
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tion of medical inspectors is laid down by 
section 3 of the Medical Charities Act of 
1851. They must be practising physi- 
cians or surgeons of not less than seven 
years’ standing. 


Chargers. 


IRISH COUNTY INFIRMARIES. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland when he pro- 
poses to put down on the Paper his pro- 
posed new clause dealing with county 
infirmaries ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The pro- 
posed new clause was circulated this 
morning. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
VACANCIES. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland what appointments have been 
made to fill up the vacancies in the Irish 
Local Government Board! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: For the 
reason stated by me on Friday last, I am 
not yet in a position to announce the 
names of the gentlemen proposed to be 
appointed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is that dependent 
on the secretary of the Landlords’ 
League? 


[No Reply.] 


OFFICERS’ CHARGERS. 

Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York, 
W.R., Shipley): On behalf of the honour- 
able and gallant Member for East Brad- 
ford, I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the new para- 
graph 613 A.in Army Order 41, issued Ist 
March, 1898, allowing all cavalry officers 
at Home stations on joining the Army 
the use of a troop horse as a charger on 
payment of £10 per annum, applies to 
all cavalry officers at present serving 
with their regiments, or only to those 
officers joining after the issue of the 
order ; and if only to the latter, will he 
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state what valid reason there is against 
according to all cavalry officers serving 
an equal privilege; whether paragraph 
613 B. applies to all cavalry officers serv- 
ing with their regiments at the specified 
stations ; and whether such officers trans- 
ferred or promoted to another station or 
to England would have the privilege con- 
tinued to them? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS : The allow- 
ance of a troop horse as a charger is 
limited at home to officers joining the 
cavalry after the date of the Order. The 
cost of extending the privilege to all 
officers would involve the purchase of a 
large number of horses. Paragraph 613 B 
applies to all cavalry officers at the speci- 
fied stations, which are those in which it 
is difficult to procure horses. At other sta- 
tions the privilege does not apply. 


BUNCRANA-CARDONAGH RAILWAY. 

Mr. THOMAS B. CURRAN (Sligo, 
8.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether special provision was 
made in the contract with the Lough 
Swilly Railway Company for the advance 
of a sum not exceeding £40,000, for the 
purchase of land and other preliminary 
purposes in connection with the Carn- 
donagh Railway Company ; and whether, 
having regard to the fact that tenders 
cannot be received for more than a month, 
the Board of Works will avail themselves 
of those powers, so as to prevent any 
delay occurring in the purchase of land 
after a satisfactory tender has_ been 
received? 


Mr. HANBURY: There is a provision 
in the agreement with the Lough Swilly 
Railway Company which authorises the 
Treasury to make advances to the com- 
pany not exceeding £40,000, to meet cer- 
tain preliminary expenses of the undet- 
taking, including the purchase of land, 
before the company are required to issue 
their guaranteed share capital; but the 
object of that provision is merely to pre- 
scribe the order in which the respective 
funds shall be applied to meet the 
expenses, and it does not enable the 
Board of Works to disregard the previous 


Mr. Flannery. 
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article of the agreement, which directs 
that— 

“Tenders shall be obtained by public com- 
petition for an entire or inclusive contract for 
the works, purchase of iand, and all other 
expenses incurred, or to be incurred, by the 
Board of Works and the Company, in con- 
nection with the promotion and construction 
of the railway.” 


GALWAY COUNTY AND DISTRICT 
COUNCILS. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a copy of resolution from 
the Ballinasloe Board of Guardians asking 
for separate county and district councils 
in the existing riding of the county of 
Galway ; and whether, seeing that the 
area of the county contains 507,774 acres 
and the population 41,524 inhabitants in 
excess of that of Tipperary, he will accede 
to the request contained in the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received a copy of the resolution referred 
to. The facts are correctly stated in the 
second paragraph. The valuation of the 
county of Tipperary is £682,681, while 
that of the county of Galway (including 
the county of the town) is £477,848. A 
large portion of the county of Galway is 
scheduled as congested, and I doubt 
whether it would be wise to divide the 
county into two ridings, and to separate 
the eastern and richer portion from the 
western and poorer part. The Galway 
grand jury have not, I believe, expe 
rienced any difficulty in discharging the 
fiscal business of the entire county, and 
I see no reason why a county council for 
the entire county should have any in 
superable difficulties to contend with 
either. 


NAVAL WAR. 

Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder 
land): I beg to ask the First Lord cf 
the Admiralty if he will state what 
errangements he has made for the pur- 
pose of following the naval contest off 
Manila between the American and 
Spanish squadrons, with a view of secur- 
ing naval educational information; and 
will he also state what vessels have been 
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relegated for duty for the protection of 
British citizens and interests at Manila 
end other places endangered by the 
war! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): H.M.S. Linnet was des- 
patched to Manila some time ago. The 
Commander-in-Chief has since ordered 
the Immortalité to proceed to that place. 
Full arrangements have been made for 
the protection of British interests, and 
for the enforcement of the laws of neu- 
trality in Cuban waters, and a man-of-war 
will be sent to the Canaries. 


ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Can 


honourable Gentleman give 


Sir E. 
the right 
the House any further information about 


the bombardment and destruction of 
Manila? 
Tue FIRST LORD or tne AD- 


MIRALTY: None has reached’ the 
Admiralty. 
ILKESTON LEVEL CROSSING 
FATALITIES. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the inquests held on 
two children killed within a few days of 
each other at level crossings on the Mid- 
land Railway at Ilkeston ; whether he is 
aware that in one case the jury added 
a rider to their verdict recommending the 
railway company to provide means for 
having the gates automatically fastened 
when trains were near; and whether he 
will take steps to ensure the better pro- 
tection of the public at these level 
crossings? 


Tne PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: My attention has been called 
to these cases, and although the Board 
of Trade have no power to compel the 
company to take action, I shall be happy 
to communicate with the Midland Rail- 
way Company and see what can be done. 
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Officers’ Fees 
SOUTH AFRICAN PAPERS. 


Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies whether further Papers on the 
affairs of the South African Republic, 
in continuation of [C. 8,721], will be cir- 
culated before the Colonial Office Vote is 
discussed in Committee! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES: There are no further 
Papers of general interest. 


DOGS’ MUZZLING ORDER IN IRELAND. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether it is intended to relax 
or suspend the Muzzling Order for dogs 
in Ireland? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is no 
intention at present to relax or suspend 
the Muzzling Order in Ireland. The re- 
sults of its operation since July last, 
when it came into force, are very en- 
couraging. During the half-year ended 
31st December last, the number of cases 
of rabies was 162, as compared with 335 
cases during the previous half-year. The 
figures for the first quarter of the present 
year show a still greater reduction, only 
14 cases having occurred in that period, 
as compared with 150 in the first quarter 
of 1897. In these circumstances, there 
is reason to hope that a continued strict 
enforcement of the Order may, at no 
very distant date, lead to the stamping 
out of rabies in Ireland. 


CROWN LAW OFFICERS’ FEES. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what sums 
were paid to the Attorney General and 
Solicitor General, respectively, for con- 
tentious Government business during the 
year ending 31st March, 1898? 


Mr. HANBURY: The information for 
which the honourable Member asks will 
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appear in due course in the Appropriation 
Accounts for the year 1897-8. But I am 
unable to state the amounts at present, 
as most of the Departments have not 
yet furnished their Returns to the Trea- 
sury. 


New Naval Construction 


NEW NAVAL CONSTRUCTION BY 
FOREIGN POWERS. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the special efforts being made by 
Russia, France, and Germany in new 
construction ; whether he can inform the 
House of the amount of the Russian 
extraordinary appropriation for new con- 
struction during the next seven years, 
also the amounts to be expended by 
France and Germany, so far as they are 
known ; when he proposes to take Vote 8 
of the Naval Estimates, and whether he 
intends to introduce a Supplementary 
Estimate ; and whether his naval advisers 
are satisfied with an Estimate of 
£6,288,697 for new construction in the 
present financial year, as compared 
with £7,191,043 voted last year, and 
£7,384,874 voted in the previous year! 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: My attention is, of course, 
directed to the scale of new construction 
in all naval countries. I am not pre- 
pared to make myself responsible for 
statements with reference to the amounts 
to be expended by foreign countries over 
a long course of years. No change that 
I am aware of has taken place in the 
French and German intentions since I 
presented the Navy Estimates. From 
Russia an extraordinary appropriation 
has been announced, but what amount is 
to be devoted to what we call new con- 
struction is uncertain. It is, no doubt, 
a very large proportion. Our Press has 
contained very full statements with 
regard to German, French, and Russian 
proposed expenditure, with which, no 
doubt, the noble Lord is familiar. But 
this whole subject is more fit for Debate 
than for replies to Questions which must 
necessarily be incomplete. In answer to 
the third Question, I cannot say when 
the Navy Estimates will be taken again, 
but when they are taken Vote 8 will 
have, of course, the most prominent 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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place. With reference to a Supplemen- 
tary Estimate, it is quite unusual to 
make any statements as to possible or 
probable action in this direction so early 
in the financial year. The fourth Ques 
tion, as to the satisfaction of his col- 
leagues with the Estimates, is one which 
the noble Lord must know no First Lord 
would answer, and it is therefore jn- 
vidious to put it. As regards the figures 
quoted, the noble Lord does not com- 
pare like with like, as he adds original 
and Supplementary Estimates together, 
and compares them with original Esti- 
mates, besides giving an Estimate of 
£6,288,000 for 1898-9 in place of the 
Estimate of £7,688,000, as printed ‘in 
the Navy Estimates. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: Aris- 
ing out of that answer, I should like to 
ask my right honourable Friend if in 
his statement on the Navy Estimates he 
did not say that £1,400,000 was to have 
been spent last year, and, if so, how he 
can count this sum both ways, making 
up last year’s deficiency and also as new 
construction? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: The noble Lord counts it the 
wrong way. He counts it in the wrong 
year. The noble Lord suggests, and it 
is not, I think, quite proper to suggest 
it, that in the current financial year we 
are only going to spend £6,288,000 on 
new constuction. He calls that the Esti- 
mate for the year, but the Estimate for 
the year is £7,688,000. That is the 
amount which we propose to spend, that 
is the Estimate which is printed in the 
Blue Books, and it is misleading to call 
£6,288,000 the Estimate for the year. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: Aris- 
ing out of that answer, Mr. Speaker, my 
Question was most distinct. Does my 
right honourable Friend wish it to be 
counted both ways? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY : No, I do not count it in the last 
year. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: It is 
counting it in the last year. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
Debate must be adjourned, I think, until 
the Vote comes on. 
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Sim E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): Is it a fact that the 
three Powers named in the Question are 
constructing, or proposing to construct, 
20 battleships during the next three 
years ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY: I cannot say. I do not think 
it is known how many battleships the 
Russians are going to construct. So far 
as my information goes, the Russians 
propose one, or at most two, battleships. 
Since that there may be more. How 
the fresh sum granted is to be distributed 
is not yet known. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS _ (Flint 
Boroughs): Is it not a fact a battleship 
takes a year longer to build in foreign 
than in British yards? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


DECLARATION OF PARIS. 

Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether he can say if the assent of Her 
Majesty the Queen, on 8th April, 1856, 
to the signature by Lords Clarendon and 
Cowley of the Declaration of Paris, first 
proposed at the sitting of the Paris Con- 
ference on &th April, 1856, and signed 
on 16th April, 1856, was conveyed by 
any, and, if so, by what document ; and, 
if not, how it was conveyed ; and whether 
the Declaration of Paris has ever been 
submitted to Her Majesty, or been rati- 
fied by Her Majesty, subsequently to its 
signature on 16th April, 1856! 


Tuz ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): The draft of 
the Declaration of Paris was received by 
Her Majesty’s Government on April 7th, 
1856. The document was submitted to 
the Queen, and Her Majesty signified her 
approval to Lord Palmerston in writing en 
April 8th. There was no necessity to 
ratify the Declaration, which contains no 
ratification clause. It was laid before 
Parliament by command of Her Majesty. 


IRON TRADE IN SWEDEN AND 
NORWAY. 
Mr. G. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for 
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Foreign Affairs whether any Report has 
been received at the Foreign Office with 
regard to the recent development of the 
iron trade in the northern portion of the 
Kingdom of Sweden and Norway; 
whether his attention has been called to 
the railway communication about to be 
established between the Russian port of 
Tornea on the Baltic and the iron 
district of Luossavaara in Norway, 
terminating at the ice-free harbour of 
Port Victoria; and whether any Report 
has been received by the Foreign Office 
as to the probable diversion of British 
trade from the Baltic to the Atlantic 
seaboard ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Reports have been received from 
Her Majesty’s Minister, and from Her 
Majesty’s Consul at Stockholm, drawing 
attention to the development of the iron 
trade in the north of Sweden and Nor- 
way, and to the proposed construction 
of the railway in question, which has 
now been sanctioned by the Rigsdag. 
One of these reports was published in 
the Board of Trade Journal for April, 
and the two others will probably appear 
in the next issue of the Journal. 
Special attention has not been called to 
any probable diversion of British trade. 


SWEDEN AND RUSSIA. 

Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary cf State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been called 
to two statements reported to have been 
made by Members of the Swedish Parlia- 
ment in the recent Debate on the Ofoten 
Railway—namely, that the district 
through which the railway will pass in 
Norway. is inhabited by a Finnish popu- 
lation likely to appeal to Russia for 
protection, and that the terminus of the 
railway at Port Victoria is likely to 
share the fate of Port Arthur; and 
whether he will obtain from Her 
Majesty’s Legation at Stockholm an 
authoritative account of the Debate, 
with special reference to these two 
points, and lay it upon the Table? 


Tur FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I am afraid that I cannot comply 
with my honourable Friend’s request. 








183) Railway Communication : 





It would be a most unusual and an unde- 
sirable proceeding to lay before Parlia- 
ment extracts from a Debate in a foreign 
Legislature on the political view which 
certain Members appear to take of a 
commercial undertaking in their own 
country. 


JAPAN AND THE CHINESE QUESTION. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether any dis- 
patches passed between Her Majesty’s 
Government and Japan on the China 
question other than those between Her 
Majesty’s Government and Sir E. Satow, 
which appear in the China Papers, No. 
I.; and whether he will lay any such 
correspondence upon the Table for the 
information of Members; and, if so, at 
what date the Papers may be expected! 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am afraid there are no further 
Papers which, with advantage, could be 


laid. 


TOURMALINE. 

Mr. T. C. H. HEDDERWICK (Wick 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury with what offence the members 
of the crew of the Zowrmaline, arrested 
by command of the Sultan of Morocco, 
are charged; whether they have now 
been imprisoned without trial for a 
period of over 80 days; whether, in 
accordance with existing Treaties, British 
subjects arrested for alleged offences 
within the dominions of the Sultan of 
Morocco must be forthwith handed over 
to Her Majesty’s Consular Representa- 
tive in Morocco; and whether the 
Foreign Office have taken any, and what, 
steps in accordance with such Treaty 
rights, if existing, to procure the libera- 
tion of the prisoners referred to from 
Moorish custody, or otherwise to secure 
for them a speedy and fair trial? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The action of the crew of the 
Tourmaline is regarded by the Moorish 
Government as one, not of smuggling, 
but of an attempt to introduce arms and 
ammunition into the country for the 


The First Lord of the Treasury. 
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purpose of raising an insurrection among 
the Sus tribes. The accused persons 
have been brought for a considerable 
distance overland by the Moorish 
authorities, and have been handed over, 
in accordance with the Treaty, to Her 
Majesty’s Minister at Tangier. They will 
be charged before Her Majesty’s Con- 
sular Court at that place, under Article 
107 of the Morocco Order in Council, 
1889, with smuggling arms and ammuni- 
tion into the dominions of the Sultan of 
Morocco. Her Majesty’s Minister has 
from the start exerted himself to procure 
the early surrender and trial of the 
prisoners, and has been throughout in 
constant communication with Her 
Majesty’s Government on the subject. 








RAILWAY COMMUNICATION BETWEEN 
BRITISH BURMAH AND CHINA. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorks, W.R., 
Barnsley): I beg to ask the First Lord 
oi the ‘lreasury whether Her Majesty’s 
Government are aware that the French 
Government have already completed 
their railway system in Tong-King up to 
the Chinese frontier, and have recently 
cbtained a concession enabling them to 
extend it in Chinese territory, so as to 
tap the trade of South China; whether, 
having regard to the hindrances to 
which British trade with South China 
are subjected by the imposition of a 
heavy tariff on all British goods passing 
through Tong-King, and by the action 
of France preventing the opening of the 
West River to Nanning, Her Majesty’s 
Government will demand a concession 
authorising the construction of a railway 
from British Burmah to the upper valley 
of the Yang-tsze-Kiang, in order to pro- 
vide a commercial highway for British 
trade on which no foreign Power can 
impose differential tariffs, and by which 
British goods passing over aland frontier 
of China would be liable to much lower 
duties than if sent into that country 
through a Chinese seaport ; and whether, 
with a view to thus connecting by rail- 
way two empires containing 600,000,000 
of population, in the interests of British 
commerce, Her Majesty’s Government 
will cause surveys to be made to ascer- 
tain the most practicable route? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The facts are as stated in the 
first paragraph of the Question. Her 
Majesty's Government are alive to the 
importance of the question of a possible 
railway connection between Upper 
Burmah and the western provinces of 
China, and when the Burmah line is 
efficiently advanced towards the Chinese 
frontier the question of surveys, with a 
view to possible extensions beyond, will 
receive their earnest consideration. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: 
out of that Question, may I be 
allowed to ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman whether, having re- 
gard to the character of the country to 
be traversed by the railway, and the 
considerable time which the survey to 
ascertain the most practicable route. will 
necessarily occupy, and having regard to 
the fact that the French Government 
have already completed their railway 
from Tong-King to the Chinese Fron- 
tier 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is now making a 


speech. If he wishes for information he 
must ask a Question. 


Sunday Closing 


Arising 





Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I apolo- 
gise, Sir, if I made a_ mistake. 
What I want to ask is, whether, 


having regard to the length of time 
necessary in making the surveys to 
ascertain the most practicable route, 
Her Majesty’s Government do not con- 
sider it advisable that they should be 
commenced at once? 


Tre FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The difficulty of the country to 
be surveyed is no doubt an element of the. 
problem which will not be lost sight of. 


MEMBERS AND DIRECTORSHIPS. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware that on a Privilege Motion which 
took place on Tuesday last 112 directors, 
holding between them 271 directorships, 
voted as members of this House to allow 
the vote of a director on a Motion 
directly concerning his company; and 
whether he will cause a list of those so 
voting to be laid upon the Table? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 


SURY: I have no means of checking or 
verifying the statement of the honourable 
Gentleman; but, even if it be true, I see 
no reason at all why the honourable 
Gentlemen in question should not have 


recorded their votes in the Division 
referred to. 
ZANZIBAR. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 


the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
there is any foundation for the report 
that the Government contemplate the 
cession of Zanzibar to Germany again? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I have not seen the report. I 
confess it seems to me a very absurd one, 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT IN 


DUBLIN, 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
state which of his colleagues is 
responsible to answer questions respect 
ing the Science and Art Department in 
Dublin and primary and technical edu- 
cation in Ireland; and whether he can 
state if it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to place those educational depart- 
ments under Irish control with a similar 
system of connection and local manage- 
ment recently introduced with success in 
Scotland ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The Royal College of Science, 
Dublin, is at present a branch of the 
Department of Science and Art of the 
Committee of Council on Education. 
Questions relating to that Department 
are answered by the Vice-President of 
the Committee. The Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant will reply to all 
other questions connected with Irish 
education. The subject of technical 
education in Ireland has been engaging 
the attention of the Government, who 
hope to be able to deal with it. 


SUNDAY CLOSING IN IRELAND. 


Str THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, S.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
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Treasury if he has received copies of 
numerous resolutions passed unanimously 
at many public meetings in Ireland in 
favour of the Intoxicating Liquors (Ire- 
land) Bill; if he is aware of the strong 
feeling recently manifested in favour of 
this Bill and the disappointment that 
exists at the protracted delay in its 
passing; and whether he will therefore 
allow it to retain its position as first 
Order of the Day on Wednedsay next? 


American-Spanish 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I have received a very large 
number of resolutions in the terms re- 
ferred to by my honourable friend, and 
I am aware, as he suggests in the second 
paragraph of his question, that strong 
feeling has been manifested in favour of 
this Bill. But when my honourable 
friend asks me to reserve next Wednes- 
day for this discussion, I would remind 
him of facts which he probably knows, 
although the outside public may not be 
aware of them. In the first place, if 
next Wednesday were given to the Bill, 
it would not render the probability of 
its passing this Session any greater than 
it was before; and, in the second place, 
it is impossible to make exceptions of 
special Wednesdays in favour of a par- 
ticular private Member’s Bill without 
throwing the whole Parliamentary busi- 
ness into hopeless confusion. 


AMERICAN TONNAGE DUES. 


Sm GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
clause in the War Taxes Bill now before 
the American Senate, which imposes 
additional tonnage duties on _ vessels 
arriving in the United States, has been 
abandoned ; and whether tonnage dues 
will now be levied as heretofore under 
the Act of 1886? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: So far as we are aware, no final 
decision has been arrived at by the 
American Senate on the shipping clause 
to which my honourable Friend refers. 
Though I am confident that the fullest 
attention will be given to the represen- 
tations of the shipping interest, it would 


Sir T. Lea. 
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not be fitting in me to anticipate the 
judgment at which the Senate may ulti- 
mately arrive. 


TELEPHONE LICENCES, 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury when it is 
proposed to appoint the Select Com- 
mittee on Telephone Licences, in accord. 
ance with the announcement made by 
the Secretary to the Treasury on the 
Ist April; and whether he is now in a 
position to state the terms of reference 
to the Committee? 


Tne FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The terms of reference are still 
under consideration, but it is hoped they 
will appear on the Paper in the course 
of the week. 


COLONIAL OFFICE VOTE. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Do 
the Government propose that the discus- 
sion on the Foreign Office Vote shall be 
resumed on Friday? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: No, Sir; the Colonial Office Vote 
will be taken. 


AMERICAN-SPANISH WAR. 


Mr. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.): I 
wish to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Government have re- 
ceived information that the house of 
the British Consul at Santiago de Cuba 
has been attacked by a Spanish mob, 
and, if so, what steps has been taken 
to secure this officer’s protection ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: As far as I am aware no infor- 
mation of that character has been re- 
ceived at the Foreign Office. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): Can 
the right honourable Gentleman say 
whether it is true, as reported in the 
Press, that the Government have 
received official information respecting 
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the engagement at Manila, and, if so, 
what is the nature of that information! 


Taz FIRST LORD or toe TREA- 
SURY: I gave a general outline yester- 
dav of the substance of the information 
wo had received. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Has no further 
information been received since? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: No, Sir; I think nothing. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee :— 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith), Cuarrman or Ways Anp MEANs, 
in the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 
CuavsE 9. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 37, to leave out the words 
‘Lord Lieutenant,’ and insert the words ‘ Local 
Government Board’ instead thereof.”—/ Mr. 
T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. JAMES C. FLYNN (Cork, N.): 
The proposal in this Amendment is one 
that will be viewed with disfavour by 
many Irish Members. It proposes to 
transfer to the Local Government Board 
new and very large powers, more especi- 
ally in connection with this important 
matter of the treatment of lunatics. The 
question is specially important, because 
we are brought face to face with the 
dismal. and disheartening fact of a 
remarkable increase of lunacy in Ireland. 
We must at present be prepared to accept 
the statement of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, that we 
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shall have Parliamentary control in con- 
nection with the treatment of lunatics 
in Ireland, by the fact that the salaries 
of the inspectors of lunatic asylums are 
upon theVotes of the House. Last night, 
too, the Chief Secretary pledged himself 
that in all matters connected with this 
service in Ireland, he would be prepared 
to defend the action of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant. Of course the right honourable 
Gentleman is aware of the difficulty in 
which Members of this House are placed, 
especially in supply in a matter of 
this kind, owing to the fact that we 
cannot discuss the executive. or adminis- 
trative action of the Lord Lieutenant, 
because his salary does not come before 
the House, but is put upon the Con- 
solidated Fund. But, in view of the Chief 
Secretary’s statement last night, we must 
recognise the fact that the House will, 
at any rate in the future, have control of 
this department, as it had in the past. 
With regard to this particular matter, 
however, I object to taking the control 
from the Lord Lieutenant and placing it 
under the Local Government Board, and 
I believe that the majority of Irish Mem- 
bers would not view with favour, but 
with considerable disfavour, a change 
from the law as it is to a system which 
would place these matters under the con- 
trol of the Local Government Board. 


Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, S.): 
After long years of experience as a 
poor law guardian, and having also some 
knowledge of the Local Government 
Board, I look with the greatest suspicion 
upon any proposal to give that Board new 
powers. I found the Local Government 
Board to be an iron-bound, inflexible 
body, and no board of guardians could get 
them to do anything reasonable, except 
in connection with a Motion to increase the 
salaries of officers, although the work of 
the officers might not be increased in the 
slightest. So far as the Amendment now 
before the Committee is concerned, it is 
just about the “ toss of a button” whether 
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it is accepted or not, and. I think the 
Committee might throw up the buttoa 
and vote according to the way it falls. 
But from my experience I am not in any 
way enamoured with a proposal for 
placing any more powers in their hands. 
It has been suggested, and suggested very 
wisely, I think, that this whole question 
should be placed under the control of 
somebody separate and distinct from 
either the Lord Lieutenant. or the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. GEORGE MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, 
Mid): I desire to support the Amend- 
ment, because I have no doubt that the 
change it proposes is absolutely necessary. 
We have been told that the management 
of lunatic asylums in Ireland could be no 
worse than it has been in the past, and 
if it is so it shows that a change is abso- 
lutely necessary in the future. I support 
the Amendment on the ground that the 
management of asylums would be better 
under the control of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. than under the inspection 
of some dark horse appointed by the Lord 
Lieutenant—an inspector whom we do 
not know, and who would not be respon- 
sible to this House. The Chief Secretary 
has stated that he would defend any 
action of the Lord Lieutenant, but that is 
because the right honourable Gentleman 
has a chivalrous instinct to defend the 
acts of any official. I repeat, Sir, that 
the asylums would be better under the 
management of the Local Government 
Board than of some appointee of the 
Lord Lieutenant, who would perhaps 
know nothing of the work, about whom 
we would know nothing, and about whose 
actions we would know very little. I 
think the Local Government Board 
have stepped in very frequently on behalf 
of the poor when the guardians were 
parsimonious or indifferent. I believe I 
should speak out what I feel, and my 
impression is that it would be a happy 
change for the poor lunatics in Ireland 
if this matter were placed under the 
management of the Local Government 
Board. They have machinery at their 
disposal to inquire into the management 
of these institutions, whereas the two 
inspectors of lunacy in Ireland have not 
the time and cannot give that patient 
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and detailed examination necessary for 
the proper management of the asylums. 
I therefore desire to support the Amend- 
ment proposed by the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth, and I 
do trust that before the Report stage 
is reached the Chief Secretary will give 
the matter his consideration and see if 
effect cannot be given to the representa- 
tive opinion of Ireland on the matter ; for 
I hold that the vast majority of those 
who understand the management of such 
institutions are in favour of the duties 
being transferred to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


CotoneL E. J. SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I am in favour, as far as I can see, 
of this Amendment. A great deal of the 
success of this Bill will depend on the 
Local Government Board, and I think 
the Board ought to be the one body deal- 
ing with the Bill in Ireland, as it will be 
ultimately responsible, through its repre- 
sentative in the House of Commons, for 
what is done. It is a mistake, to my 
mind, to bring the Lord Licutenant into 
contact with the counties under the Bill. 
I do not think thai the Lord Lieutenant 
would personally know anything about 
the questions brought before him. You 
would not expect him to visit a lunatic 
asylum, or to himself inquire whether the 
county councils were properly managing 
the asylums. The real way to deal with 
questions arising in the county councils 
is by one authority, not two. That one 
authority should be the Local Govern- 
ment Board, which we can bring to book 
in the House of Commons, and not the 
Lord Lieutenant, who is to the House of 
Commons a vague personality, which can- 
not be pinned down to any particular 
action. With regard to the Local 
Government Board, I hope that before 
this Bill leaves the House of Commons 
that Board will be considerably stronger 
than it is at present. I do not think 
that the Local Government Board is at 
present a strong Board. It ought to be 
made stronger, and made strong enough 
to have an opinion of its own—not merely 
to reflect the opinion of the Chief Secre- 
tary. It appears to me that on the 
status of the Board will mainly depend 
the success of this Bill. No one will 
doubt that in Ireland, when this Bill 
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becomes law, a vast number of questions 
will arise involving a great deal of 
expense, and the Local Government Board 
will have constantly to deal with such 
questions; and I venture to hope that 
the Lord Lieutenant will not be dragged 
into affairs of this kind. Local adminis- 
tration ought to be dealt with by one 
body, and there should be no division of 
powers. The Local Government Board 
ought to be able to deal with the inspec. 
tion of lunatic asylums, as it will have to 
deal with other matters. The county 
councils will, of course, have a very great 
influence on how the Act will be adminis- 
tered, but I do not think that the Local 
Government Board is at present a suff- 
ciently strong Board to deal with ques- 
tions which will arise in the future. J 
agree with the Amendment, and hope 
the Local Government Board will be the 
authority to deal with all questions aris- 
ing under the Act. 

Toa CHIEF SECRETARY 10 THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GeraLtp Batrour, Leeds, Central): I am 
unable to accept this Amendment, which 
would hand over to the Local Govern- 
ment Board the duties now exercised by 
the inspectors. As the honourable and 
gallant Member has announced his inten- 
tion of supporting the Amendment, 1 
may state that I have already explained 
that the acceptance of the Amendment 
would involve an alteration in the 
administration of the existing Lunacy 
Acts which I am not prepared to make 
in connection with this Bill. The 
honourable and gallant Member has 
given us his idea of what the Local 
Government Board should be, but I may 
point out to him that one of the greatest 
difficulties in connection with the govern- 
ment of Ireland is the existence ot 
boards. which are more or less indepen- 
dent of the Parliamentary representatives 
of the Government, and I certainly would 
be no party to so alter the constitution 
and powers of the Local Government 
Board as to remove responsibility from 
the Chief Secretary. I would rather 
increase that responsibility. As regards 


the powers and duties of the inspectors, 
it seems to have escaped the attention 
of most honourable Members in this 
Debate that we are proposing a very 
important change in the arrangements 
as regards lunatics in Ireland by trans 
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ferring to the county councils powers, 
and throwing on them a direct responsi- 
bility which the governors have not 
hitherto shared. It is not intended to 
reduce or diminish the powers at present 
possessed by the inspectors; and, in so 
far as the Executive in Ireland is to take 
any part under this Bill in the manage- 
ment of lunatic asylums, of course, the 
Chief Secretary, as representing the 
Irish Government, will be responsible. 


Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This is 
undoubtedly an exceedingly important 
Amendment, but I would suggest that it 
has been sufficiently discussed now. I 
have been listening to the Debate, but | 
still retain the view I expressed at the 
commencement of the discussion. The 
honourable Member for Mid Tyrone, in 
giving his views as to the administration 
of lunatic asylums, does not appear to have 
fully investigated the present system and 
the system now proposed. Under the 
Bill the whole administration is given 
over to the county councils, and only the 
question of inspection practically remains 
to the Lord Lieutenant. I cannot depart 
from this particular Amendment without 
saying a word on behalf of those in- 
spectors of lunatic asylums whe have 
come in for such a flood of abuse. I 
differ from the view put forward. that 
these officials are not efficient, and that 
the administration of the Lunacy Acts 
has gone from bad to worse. I believe 
that since the present inspectors were 
appointed the condition of the lunatic 
asylums in Ireland has vastly improved, 
and I think it is, cruel that men should 
be abused who, apart from politics, 
have not given offence to anybody, 
who are engaged in the important 
task of alleviating suffering, who came 
to that task at a time when the con- 
dition of the asylums was appalling, and 
who have laboured hard, and I say 
laboured successfully, in spite of enor- 
mous difficulties. There is one other 
fact to which I wish to refer. We have 
heard last night and to-day an extra- 
ordinary display of trust in the Local 
Government Board. Although I admit 
fully that the Board sometimes gets on 
well—for instance, in the case of the 
Labourers’ Acts—I cannot at all share 
the trust displayed even in the present 
Local Government Board. Our latest 
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experience is in connection with the dis- 
tress, and what I hold is that, from the 
natural operation of the inspection of 
the Board, its tendency is to cut down 
and pinch, and be on the look-out for 
extravagance, and in that respect is 
rather disqualified for dealing with the 
administration of a department where 
more freedom ‘and generosity should be 
exercised. Therefore, I do not agree 


ideal, or even a desirable, body to super- 
intend the administration of the Lunacy 
Acts. But if we want any further argu- 
ment to strengthen that view we have 
it in the speech just delivered by the 
honourable and gallant Member for 
North Armagh. If we do not altogether 
trust the present Local Government 
Board, I should like to know what the 
future Board is going to be. If I were 
inclined to support this Amendment I 
should require to know the nature of the 
new appointments to be made, and 
whether they would increase the hold of 
the Local Government Board on the con- 
fidence of the Irish people. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 272 ; 
Noes 98.—(Division List No. 84.) 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): The 
Amendment I have to propose is— 


“Clause 9, page 4, line 43, leave out ‘ one- 
fourth,’ and insert ‘ one-tenth.’” 


It was understood, Sir, when this Bill was 
introduced that this Measure, as far as 
possible, would constitute public boards 
on an elective basis, and that there 
would be as little as possible—and very 


little, if any at all—of the er officio 
element introduced on these public 
boards. Now, Sir, one of the most im- 


portant public boards in Ireland is the 
Lunatic Asylums Board, and it seems to 
me that in proposing this clause as it 
stands. the right honourable Gentleman 
has taken away with one hand a con- 
siderable portion of what he has given 
with the other. He proposes. in the 
second section of the clause. to set up a 
committee. It reads— 


“The duties of the Council under this sec- 
tion shali be exercised through a Committee 
appointed by them, and if the Lord Liea- 
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tenant fix a number, of the number so fixed; 
and out of that Committee a number not 
exceeding one-fourth may be persons not mem. 
bers of the Council. 


From that it appears that the Lord Liew 
tenant is to still retain the power of 
nomination. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is a 
misapprehension on the part of the 
honourable Member. The Lord Lieu- 
tenant will not appoint. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If that is go, 
then there is no necessity for my Amend- 
ment, and it at once falls to the ground. 
I understood from the words of Sub- 
section 2 that the Lord Lieutenant was to 
nominate. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): The Amendment of which I have 
given notice in some degree serves the 
same purpose as that of the Amendment 
proposed by the honourable Member for 
Louth. On that Amendment the Member 
for Armagh made a statement with which 
I very much agree, when he said that it 
was not desirable that in these matters 
the Lord Lieutenant should be unneces- 
sarily brought in. I do think that these 
are duties quite outside the Lord Lieu- 
tenant’s position, and I do think it is 
most unsatisfactory, from every point of 
view, that his name should be introduced 
into every detail of local administration 
in Ireland. My Amendment is— 


“Clause 9, page 5, line 6, leave out sub- 
section.” 


Now, I think that sub-section is totally 
unnecessary. I was under the impression 
that under this Bill these matters could 
not be gone into, except with the con- 
currence of the Board of Works; _ but 
even then, I think the sub-section is 
unnecessary, and it seems to me to be 
outside the province of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant that he should be called in to 
decide plans and contracts for the pur- 
chase of land and buildings, and for the 
erection, restoration, and enlargement of 
buildings. These things should be dealt 
with by the county council, because they 
are matters which the Lord Lieutenant 
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will have very little information upon, 
and therefore I think the sub-section is 
unnecessary. It may not be a very im- 
portant point, but I submit that there is 
no necessity for it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I believe 
this question is of the very highest im- 
portance. The honourable Member 
seems to be quite unaware that this posi- 
tion we have taken up has been taken 
from the English Lunacy Act of 1890. 
Under that Act the plans and contracts 
for the purchase of land and buildings, 
and for the erection, restoration, and en- 
largement of buildings have to be sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: That is 
very different from the Lord Lieutenant. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member says that is very dif- 
ferent from the Lord Lieutenant. I am 
surprised that honourable Members con- 
versant with the Government of Ireland 
seem unable to understand that the Lord 
Lieutenant is a constitutional expression 
for the Irish Government. The words 
“Lord Lieutenant” in this clause mean 
that the Irish Government is to decide. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then all 
I have got to say in reference to that is 
this: if you persist in bringing the Lord 
Lieutenant into this Bill your adminis 
tration of local government in Ireland 
will not tend at all towards the chance 
of its being a success. One of the things 
we complain of in Ireland is the very 
thing just stated with so much emphasis 
here by the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary—that the Lord Lieu- 
tenant is the representative of the Irish 
Government. I think the honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Armagh, and 
other Members sitting over on the other 
side, will not agree that that is a posi- 
tion which the right hénourable Gentle- 
man ought to take up now. The Lord 
Lieutenant ought to occupy a position, if 
any at all, of impartiality in the country, 
and to bring him into the position. of 
Secretary of State for this country is to 
give something to his position which it 
was never intended that he should have 
at all. I think the Secretary of State 
under the English Bill occupies a totally 
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different position from the Viceroy in 
Ireland, and it is upon those grounds 
that I move this Amendment. I said the 
matter was one of comparatively small 
importance, and I do not propose to pro- 
ceed to a Division on it unless it is con- 
sidered necessary. For myself, I alto- 
gether object to the Lord Lieutenant 
being brought into these things. It is 
most urwise, and the more you do it the 
less satisfaction you will give in Ireland. 


Me. J. G. SWIFT MacNEILL (Done- 
gal, S.): The right honourable Gentle 
man the Chief Secretary just now was 
astonished at the ignorance of the Irish 
Members in not knowing that the Lord 
Lieutenant was a constitutional expres- 
sion. No one, I think, would be more 
electrified than the Lord Lieutenant him- 
self to hear that he has been spoken of 
as a “constitutional expression.” The 
right honourable Gentleman requires, 
before he uses such words, to have an 
extremely good memory. Now, let me 
take this constitutional expression, used 
here in reference to the Lord 
Lieutenant, and let me _— survey 
it by what took place only yester- 
day afternoon. Yesterday afternoon 
the right honourable Gentleman was 
asked across the floor of the House 
whether he had considered the propriety 
of giving some remission of the punish- 
ment to an unfortunate woman who was 
sentenced to two years’ imprisonment for 
stealing some shillings’ worth of eggs, 
and the right honourable Gentleman said 
that the honourable Member ought 
to know that that does not come within 
his department, but that it was the Lord 
Lieutenant’s. There is the constitutional 
expression coming in. That, Sir, is a 
simple pretence ; the Lord Lieutenant, I 
am sure, will be very much amused when 
he finds out what the right honourable 
Gentleman has stated ta be the position 
of his heavy father. The right honour- 
able Gentleman seems to have an alter- 
native position. Sometimes he assumes 
all the responsibility, and sometimes he 
is the whipping boy for the Lord 
Lieutenant, and we have now to find out 
which he really is. The right honourable 
Gentleman has given us the constitutional 
position of Lord Cadogan, but his lord- 
ship differs from the right honourable 
Gentleman, and consequently he will be 
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surprised to know this. I happen to 
know how Lord Cadogan describes his 
own constitutional position in public 
speeches in Ireland in which he has 
stated that in his hands is the responsi- 
bility for the whole Government of Ire- 
land. That is his statement. I will not 
dwell in reference to this part of the 
subject except to say this much, that it 
is utterly absurd for these Bills and these 
provisions in Bills to bring in the name 
of the representative of the Queen, and 
to say, in a sentence which is supposed 
to express fair and proper language, that 
the Lord Lieutenant does so and so when 
you tell us upon another occasion that he 
does nothing of the kind. Let us settle 
the responsibility on the right horse, and 
let us—as has been described by an 
honourable Member of the opposite side 
of the House—not for ever be bringing 
in the representative of the Royalty to 
do most unroyal functions. I shall be 
very glad to hear the right honourable 
Gentleman’s opinion upon that subject, 
and, better still, I should like to hear 
Lord Cadogan’s opinion of the statement 
of the right honourable Gentleman. 


Lorpv EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wilts, Cricklade): I do hope that we 
thall not have to vete upon this Amend- 
ment, because that will strike out the 
whole of the sub-section. Now, whatever 
may be our opinion of the Lord 
Lieutenant or the Local Government 
Board with regard to matters of this 
kind, we all agree that there should be 
some control somewhere in some 
Government department over the pur- 
chase of land and buildings to any large 
extent, and over the contracts and plans 
in regard to the enlargement and build- 
ing of asylums. In the Division which 
has just taken place with regard to this 
question I hesitated a good deal how to 
record my vote when I saw that honour- 
able Members from Ireland did not agree 
amongst themselves which way to vote. 
I think, however, that having settled the 
matter for better or for worse as to 
whether the Lord Lieutenant or the name 
of the Local Government Board should 
be inserted, I do not intend to travel 
over those arguments a second time. 
Having put the words “Lord Lieu- 
tenant” in, I do not think we need now 
discuss the question of putting in the 
words “Local Government Board.” What 
Mr. MacNeill. 
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we are really discussing is, as 
the Chief Secretary has pointed out, 
as to what the control of these plans and 
contracts is to be. In England, as has 
been pointed out, the Lunacy Commis. 
sioners, who are really a branch of the 
Home Ofhce department, are responsible 
to the Home Office, and these gentlemen 
constitute the body. which holds the 
inquiry. And certainly, although the 
county councils may think their require- 
ments are excessive, nevertheless, I do 
not think anybody will deny that, taking 
the operations of the Lunacy Commis- 
sioners together, their advice and their 
recommendations have led to a very im- 
portant improvement in the lunatic 
asylums in England. With regard to 
the sanctioning of loans, I should rather 
like to clear up this point. I understand 
that the Board of Works or some other 
body will come in. It is only in reference 
to plans and contracts that they have 
to be submitted to the Lord Lieutenant, 
but when you arrive at the borrowing 
stage, then you have to come to another 
department. Although this machinery 
may seem a little complicated, you have 
to go to the Local Government Board to 
get vour toan. This may, perhaps, seem 
cumbrous, but it has, on the whole. 
worked well enough in England, and so 
we need not be afraid of following the 
same course in Ireland. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City) : 
The honourable Gentleman seems to 
have put this down as if it raised the 
issue between the Lord Lieutenant and 
the Local Government Board in Ireland, 
but that is not so. The point is :his: 
that, as the clause stands, with this sub- 
section in it with regard to plans and 
contracts for the buildings you require, 
you have first to go to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant and then to the Local Government 
Board. 


Aw HonovurasBige MemsBer: No, no. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The honour- 
able and learned Member says “no,” but 
I think it is so. This sub-section deals 
with the erection of buildings and the 
acquisition of land. That means capital 
expenditure, and capital expenditure 
means borrowing, and borrowing means 
going to the Local Government Board. 
The honourable and learned Gentleman 
alluded to the Order in Council. Now, 
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the borrowing powers of county councils 
can only be exercised by going to the 
Local Government Board. Now, it 
appears to me, Sir, that though the 
honourable Member who has last spoken 
suggests that the only objection involved 
is that of being cumbrous, I think that 
cumbrousness is itself a sufficient objec- 
tion. I do not see why this matter should 
not be taken up by one Government de- 
partment after one inquiry. But as the 
Bill stands, it will be necessary, when the 
county council wish to acquire or extend 
any building, first to go to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, who, by this section, is given the 
power of approving plans and contracts 
and incidentally the power of altogether 
refusing to sanction them. The one 
thing involves the other. It is not so 
inuck a mere matter of the plans and 
specifications involved in the section, but 
it is the control the Lord Lieutenant has 
over the question as to whether the 
county council will be allowed to extend 
its buildings or not. Why should there 
be more than one inquiry? Why should 
not the county council make the pro- 
posal, as we have settled it is now to be 
the Lord Lieutenant? But afterwards, 
when they have got the approval of the 
Lord Lieutenant, they have to go through 
a second bother of going to the Local 
Government Board, who will again rake 
up the whole question of the necessity for 
the building, the official position, and 
whether the plans are proper plans; and 
they may compel in that way the county 
council to have the whole thing over 
again. There is a second point arising 
on this clause. It gives the Lord Lieu- 
tenant a special power in relation to 
expenditure on lands and buildings, and, 
curiously enough, that is the very one 
department of lunatic asylum adminis- 
tration in which the Imperial Treasury 
make no contribution whatever to the 
expenditure. As I understand, Sir, with 
regard to lunatic asylums, when the 
county council or the grand jury at 
present expend money, either on build- 
ings or land, they get no Imperial assist- 
ance whatever for that expenditure, and 
under this Bill they will get none. The 
Imperial contribution is a contribution 
of so much per head for the lunatics 
maintained or provided for in the asylum, 
and that is a mere contribution for main- 
tenance. But when capital expenditure 


of this kind has to be incurred, the Im- 
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perial Government gives no contribution 
whatever towards that department of 
lunatic asylum expenditure, and for that 
reason, Sir, it is an expenditure which 
has been largely increasing, and which 
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has become very oppressive. Now, it 
does seem unfortunate that the one 
matter, as regards which the Lord Lieu- 
tenant should exercise special control, 
should be that very department of the 
county council’s duties relating to pauper 
lunatics, and the right honourable Gen- 
tleman defends that. I do not know 
whether there is anything to be said in 
favour of it, and how we are to get any 
satisfaction on the point I have raised 
that there ought not to be a double 
inquiry whenever land or buildings are 
required, 


Mr. J. J. SHEE (Waterford, W.): My 
opinion of this clause is that the Lord 
Lieutenant will have to sanction the 
erection of all buildings or alterations, 
however small they may be. It seems to 
me that if those who have control of the 
lunatic asylums desire to provide addi- 
tional sanitary accommodation, for 
instance, they will have to approach the 
Lerd Lieutenant first for his sanction. 
In order to do so they must first draw 
plans for the purpose, and enter into a 
contract, and the expenditure itself on 
the plans and contracts must all receive 
the sanction of the Lord Lieutenant. 
Furthermore, it seems to me that if they 
desire to renew, for instance, the roof of 
the house—suppose the slates are falling 
off—this clause, as it stands, will compel 
them to go to the Lord Lieutenant to 
get his sanction for the purpose of 
putting on new slates to restore the roof 
to the building. Then, again, I think if 
the scullery is to be whitewashed the 
Lord Lieutenant’s sanction will have to 
be obtained. I think some maximum of 
expenditure should be left to the Com- 
missioners of the lunatic asylums. If 
the clause proposed that when the 
expenditure exceeded £500 of £1,000, 
then the Committee would have to go 
for the sanction of the Lord Lieutenant, 
I could understand it; but as it is at 
present, the Committee cannot enter 
into any arrangement whatever for the 
restoration of any buildings, or for the 
enlargement of any buildings; for 
instance, the adding of a scullery to a 
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lunatic asylum—they could not go in for 
anything of that kind under the clause 
as it now stands. Therefore I think 
that unless some maximum of expendi- 
ture is allowed to the Committee of the 
lunatic asylums, which they can spend 


without the sanction of the Lord 
Lieutenant, the clause is extremely 
ridiculous. 


*Sir B. W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston) : 
With reference to this clause, we have in 
this country the Local Government 
Board on one side, and the Commis- 
sioner of Lunacy at the Home Office cn 
the other, and although it seems acum- 
brous arrangement, it works on the whole 
fairly well in England. In Ireland we are 
now adopting a system of local govern- 
ment which is just as elaborate as 
the system in England. I think 
shoull remember that while in England 
we have, to enable that to be carried 
out, various departments represented in 
this House, in Ireland we have neither 
the several departments nor their repre- 
sentation in this. House, and therefore 
we are obliged to have resource to 
general method of central control over 
expenditure such as this, and conse- 
quently the Lord Lieutenant becomes a 
convenient expression for the Govern- 
ment of Ireland. It must be in all cases 
referred to some department in Dublin 
when there is any extension of buildings 
required. We have in England that 
sanction granted by the Local Govern- 
ment Board or by the Lunacy Commis- 
sioners. Now, we have no equivalent 
system in Ireland, but the real Home 
Office sanction in Ireland is given by 
the Lord Lieutenant, and that is the 
method of expressing the Government 
sanction in Ireland. Until you have in 
Ireland—which I hope you will have 
some day—a similar body represented 
in this House, or in some other House, 
until you have such a body I think you 
would be wise to put up with an expres- 
sion like this, which carries out, as 


we 


nearly as can be under the circum-. 


stances, which we have in England. 


Mr. FLYNN: I think this power 
with regard to the plans and _ con- 
tracts should be given to the county 
council itself rather than to the 
Lord Lieutenant. It must be quite 
obvious to the right honourable Gentle- 


Mr. Shee. 
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man that there must be a great deel in 


the arguments just put forward. I can 
quite understand that in the erection of 
new buildings and large edifices and 
substantial additions. it is necessary that 
there should be some revision of the 
work by some other body; but in the 
case of smaller alterations or small 
expenditure, I think the right honourable 
Gentleman might very well accept an 
Amendment in the direction of a 
maximum sum—say £200 or £300. Of 
course, I do not like the sub-section at 
the present moment, but I think that the 
suggestion of the noble Lord is a very 
good one. : 


Mr. JOHN DILLON: 
is a good deal of force in what has been 
said, because, no doubt, as the section 
stands, it might set up a most absurd 
condition of things, because the smallest 
thing could not be carried out without 
submitting contracts and plans to the 
Lord Lieutenant. As I understand this 
sub-section, the real object of it is this: 
that the plans for additions should be sub- 
mitted to the Inspectors of Lunacy. I 
take it for granted that the Lord 
Lieutenant, in dealing with these mat- 
ters, will act in conjunction with skilled 
advisers, who would inspect the plans and 
give their opinion as to whether the 
proposed new buildings were up to the 
mark as regards scientific arrangement, 
and whether the accommodation was 
sufficient to provide for the efficient 
treatment of the lunatics in the asylum. 
That is the way in which I suppose this 
sub-section is intended to act. But if 
there is any force in the state 
ment of the Lord Lieutenant that 
the expression meant him personally, 
that would enable the Chief Secre- 
tary to give, in respect of any 
action of the Lord Lieutenant’s, the 
same answer he gave in the House last 
night, that it did not belong to his 
Department. I think there is a very 
strong case against the words in the sub- 
section. 

Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: 
There are clauses in the English Lunacy 
Act dealing with this subject, and I 
daresay that they have been incor- 
porated in some part of the Bill. There- 
fore, probably, the object of the honour- 
able Member who has just spoken is 
provided for. In the English Lunacy 


I think there 
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Act, as honourable Members who repre 
sent English constituencies are aware, 
there are special clauses under which 
committees of the county councils have 
the control of asylums, and they have 
certain special funds provided to meet 
repairs and small alterations out of the 
funds which are provided in the manner 
laid down in the Act. It is only when 
they have to provide for matters which 
require a loan that the permission of 
the Lunacy Commissioners and _ the 
jurisdiction of the Local Government 
Board is called in. But, although I have 
not had time to consider it, the point 
having been raised rather suddenly, I 
think it exceedingly likely that the 
Government have incorporated in the 
schedule some of these powers; and, in 
any case, if they have not, it would be 
a very easy thing to extend the schedule 
and to deal with this very practical point 
raised by the honourable Members from 
Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We have 
not incorporated those provisions in the 
English Act, nor do I think it is at all 
necessary. I cannot imagine that any 
difficulty will arise in connection with 
the words in Sub-section 4, for, really, it 
is a condition which has been practically 
taken from the English Act, and in Eng- 
land it has given rise to no sort of diffi- 
culty, and has not caused anv friction. Sir. 
it is clear that on the one hand it would 
be very inconvenient to take from the 
Local Government Board powers which it 
possesses in every other case of 
sanctioning proposals of local bodies. 
On the other hand, it would be equally 
inconvenient to take away from the 
Inspectors of Lunacy, who will be the 
advisers to the Lord Lieutenant, their 
discretion os to whether such enlarg- 
ments and alterations are suitable. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
should like to ask the right honourable 
Gentleman what in the Enolish Act cor- 
responds with the Irish Lord Lieutenant ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Secre- 
tary of State. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Secretary of 
State has an office, and a large compe- 
tent staff to advise him. Will anybody 
tell me who are the gentlemen who are 
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the engineers to 
Asylums Board? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: They have 
an architect attached to the Board. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Who is the archi- 
tect ? This Amendment shows the 
absurdity of the Government insisting 
upon retaining the decision in their 
own hands. The inspectors and 
directors, as I understand the matter, 
are the same people. That is to 
say, they go out as _ inspectors 
and inspect the lunatic asylums, and 
give their opinion upon the sanity of the 
inmates and the condition of the build- 
ings. Then, on their return to Dublin 
Castle, they meet as a board, and as a 
board they recommend to the Lord 
Lieutenant what, as inspectors, they had 
recommended to themselves. That is the 
system in Ireland. Will anybody tell me 
that is comparable with anything that 
happens in England? Who are these 
inspectors? None of them were ever in 
a lunatic asylum until they were 
appointed. In addition to their ordinary 
functions they are to give opinions on the 
purchase of land. What do they know 
about the purchase of land? They are 
to settle contracts, they are to settle 
plans, they are then to provide for the 
erection, restoration, and enlargements 
of buildings, and these works are not to 
be carried into effect until they are 
approved by the Lord Lieutenant. Now, 
the inspectors who are to do this work 
are Dr. Plunkett O’Farrell and Dr. 
Courtenay. These gentlemen are to 
have the honour of revising the entire 
work of the county councils. I should 
like to know who made these gentlemen 
rulers and judges in Israel? Why should 
the opinion of these doctors be sought 
as to whether a building should be three 
stories or two stories high, or whether 
it should be slated or tiled? The Local 
Government Board have attached to their 
office a number of gentlemen who are 
well competent to act in these matters, 
but these two doctors have really no 
experience in them. They were appointed 
without experience, and yet the Govern- 
ment cling to the proposition that they 
are to override the 32 county councils 
of Ireland. And this is what is called 
A more reasonable 
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proposed. Why are plans to be sub- 
mitted to these two gentlemen? What 
do they know about plans? We are told 


that the Lord Lieutenant has an 
architect to advise him. Who is the 
architect? His name is Mr. Ussher 


Roberts—C.B., I need hardly say—one 
of the well-known Roberts family who 
are employed in various situations in 
Ireland. Therefore it comes to this, 
that the whole of the 32 counties in Ire- 
land are to sit at the feet of Mr. Ussher 
Roberts, C.B. He is practically the Lord 
Lieutenant. I condemn the hypocrisy of 
this system, which puts in his Excellency 
when you mean Mr. Ussher Roberts all 
the time. These legal fictions have come 
down to us from olden times, but the 
modern legal fiction is the creation of the 
right honourable Gentleman. Why not 
put Mr. Ussher Roberts in the clause, 
with possibly his photograph as a frontis- 
piece! That would be the proper way 
to deal with this section. I cannot 
understand the mean action of the 
Government in dealing with the ques- 
tion of lunatics in Ireland. The Govern- 
ment have refused to do their duty by 
these lunatics for the last 50 years, and 
they now cast the responsibility upon the 
unfortunate ratepayers, who will have to 
build these asylums themselves, and pay 
the piper. Why didn’t the British 
Government provide the necessary ac- 
commodation when the Treasury had to 
pay a portion of the cost? They neg- 
lected their duty, and now, forsooth, we 
are to do all the work ourselves, and Mr. 
Ussher Roberts is to have the advantage 
of compelling us to draw the plans in 
conformity with his views. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is diffi- 
cult to take the honourable and learned 
Gentleman seriously. His argument is 
that the Local Government Board should 
be entrusted with responsibility in this 
matter, and not the Lord Lieutenant. 
And for what reason? The reason 
assigned is that the Local Government 
Board has a staff competent to investi- 
gate such questions as those of buildings. 
Then the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man decried the inspectors of unions, and 
went on to say that if they were to keep 
the Lord Lieutenant in the clause the 
effect would be that, instead of the Lord 
Lieutenant, it would be Mr. Ussher 
Roberts who would have complete 
control. Well, Sir, if that is a sound 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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argument, it is an equally sound 
argument. against putting the Local 


Government Board in the clause, because 
the Local Government Board will also 
act through its officials. I should not 
have risen to point out what is obvious 
if it were not for the fact that this is 
the third time that the honourable and 
learned Member has depreciated the 
qualifications of the inspectors of 
lunatics and denied that either of them 
had any experience in regard to lunacy 
matters. Dr. O'Farrell is one of the best 
inspectors of the Local Government 
Board, and a distinguished doctor, and 
Dr. Courtenay was, I believe, resident 
medical superintendent of the Limerick 
Asylum for five years before he was 
appointed as inspector of lunatics. 


Lorn EDMUND FITZMAURICE: 
I wish to quote the actual clause to which 
I alluded just now. I was rather dis- 
appointed by the reception given to what 
1 can assure the right honourable Gentle 
man was a perfectly friendly suggestion. 
Section 266 of the English Lunacy Act, 
1890, would meet the point raised by one 
or two honourable Members from Ireland. 
I will read the section, which will show 
that ithe right honourable Gentleman 
was mistaken in his observations with 
regard to a financial limit. There is a 
financial limit in this section, which is 
as follows— 


“The Visiting Committee of an Asylum 
may, of their own authority, order all neces- 
sary and ordinary repairs. They may also, of 
their own authority, order all necessary and 
proper additions, alterations, and improve- 
ments, which the Asylum may require, to an 
amount not exceeding £400 in any one year. 


And then the clause goes on to say 
that— 


“ An order for repairs, additions, alterations, 
or improvements to an amount exceeding £190 
shall not be given, unless the order is ap- 
proved and signed by at least three visitors 
at a meeting of the Visiting Committee, duly 
summoned, upon notice that the proposed 
expenditure is to be considered thereat. 


I suggest that the section, which gives 
the necessary freedom to the committee 
up to a certain amount, should be in- 
cluded in this Bill. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): I 
should like to ask the Chief Secretary if 
he has ever acted as a visiting justice, or 
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as a member of a visiting committee of a 
county council? I fancy he never has, 
or he would not have made the statement 
that there would be no difficulty in 
working in England such a section as 
the one to which the Amendment has 
been moved. Under this section it would 
be impossible for us, without going to a 
higher authority, to enlarge our cow- 
sheds, to erect a pigsty, or to do any- 
thing that was necessary on the farm. 
Restoration may simply mean _ white- 
washing or painting. It is perfectly 
ridiculous tc have to go to the Lord 
Lieutenant for his sanction to do such 
work as that. I cannot see why the 
same free hand with regard to necessary 
expenditure on improvements should not 
be given to the visiting committees of 
lunatic asylums in Ireland, as is given to 
those asylums in England. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I was not 
aware of the sections in the English Act 
referred to by the noble Lord. I will 
consider the point between now and the 
teport stage of the Bill. 


Mr. KNOX (Londonderry): It will 
not, in my opinion, be possible to carry 
out the clause as it stands without com- 
pletely revising and consolidating the 
Irish Lunacy Acts, either by an Order in 
Council or by a subsequent Bill. It was 
found impossible in England to work 
the system in connection with the county 
councils, without amending and consoli- 
dating the Lunacy Acts. I believe it is 
possible to do this by an Order in Council 
under the present Bill, and, if that is so, 
I think the Chief Secretary would do well 
to consider the matter. The chief reason 
which he gave against the transference of 
these powers to the Local Government 
Board. will go, because it is impossible 
to attempt to set up this new system 
in Ireland without revising the Lunacy 
Acts. On the point as to whether the 
gentlemen comprising the Board of Con- 
trol are fit people to revise plans. I have 
formed a strong opinion to the contrary, 
based on two cases. The first case was 
that of Belfast. Dr. Plunkett O’Farrell 


swore on oath before a Committee of the 
House of Commons, on the Asylums Bill 
of 1892, that the asylums standing in 
Belfast would be sufficient for the needs 
of Belfast for a great number of years to 
come. 


No sooner was the Bill passed 
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than this same doctor, acting as the 
Board of Control, purchased 100 acres of 
land outside Belfast, and commenced 
building a new asylum for the city. And 
that is not all. In his evidence, which 
was sworn before the Committee, he gave 
the strongest testimony possible against 
the system of auxiliary asylums, which, 
he said, was a bad system, and one which 
ought never to have been permitted. 
No sooner had the Bill passed. than he 
approved, in the case of Belfast, of the 
very system of auxiliary asylums which 
in his sworn evidence he had condemned. 
What is more, he said that the worst of 
all systems was the system of using work- 
houses for the accommodation of lunatics 
that were not dangerous, and yet he is 
one of the professional advisers of the 
Chief Secretary. who are responsible for 
the provision in this Bill which proposes 
to adopt that very system—a system 
which, according to the sworn evidence 
of Dr. O’Farrell, is the worst possible 
system. I have formed an opinion of 
Dr. O'Farrell as a result of that, and I 
do not consider that the interests of the 
Lunacy Board in freland are improved by 
having Dr. O'Farrell in the position of a 
responsible official. The second case is 
the case of the asylum of Derry. Years 
ago it was decided that the condition of 
the lunatic asylum of Derry was horrible 
—a sin against civilisation. But what 
steps were taken to remedy this state of 
affairs? The delays of the Board of Con- 
trol were something extraordinary. They 
delayed buying land, they delayed in 
getting the plans approved, and in invit- 
ing tenders for the work, and when the 
plans were approved they were so enor- 
mously above the estimate that it was 
found absolutely impossible to carry them 
out. The effect of their action has been 
to leave for five years the lunatic asylum 
of Derry in a most horrible condition. 
I understand that the department of the 
Board of Control which is specially con- 
cemned is the architects’ department. 
I have heard from gentlemen engaged in 
the profession that they regard it as an 
indignity of the worst type that they 
should have to get their plans approved 
by a gentleman like Mr. Ussher Roberts, 
who cannot be said to be at all compe- 
tent for the work. After the plans have 
been approved by Mr. Roberts, the con- 
tract has to be approved by Mr. Lane 
(solicitor to the Board of Control and the 
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Board of Works), and then you have to 
go to a third department—the Local 
Government Board—to get their approval 
to the borrowing of the money for the 
carrying out of the work. The fact is 
it will be found impossible to carry out 
this section as it stands. The entire 
system of lunacy administration in Ire- 
land needs to be put on a more satis- 
factory basis. Though most parts of the 
Bill before the Committee have been 
extremely well worked out, those relat- 
ing to the administration of the Lunacy 
Acts have not been so well considered. 
That is because the Chief Secretary has 
been advised, not by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but by 
efficient. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): Iam not going to detain the Com- 
mittee at any length. I certainly think 
this clause is objectionable, but not on 
exactly the same grounds as those put 
forward in other parts of the House. 
My objection to the sub-section is that, 
after plans have been prepared, contracts 
entered into, and other expenses incurred, 
the Lord Lieutenant will have the power 
of absolutely vetoing the whole work. I 
think the sub-section ought to 
framed that before any expense 
incurred, the necessary approval should 
be given. I suggest that Sub-section 4 
should be dropped for the present, and 
that at the Report stage a sub-section 
might be framed which would meet the 
objections which have been urged. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I do 
not know what course the Government 
are going to take, but I would advise my 
honourable Friend to go to a Division, 
unless the Chief Secretary consents to 
abandon Sub-section 4 and bring up fresh 
words at the Report stage, or some sub- 
sequent stage. My honourable Friend’s 
object in moving this Amendment was 
not to get rid of all control. What we 
object to is that three or four Govern- 
ment departments will have to approve 
of these plans, contracts, and specifica- 
tions before anything can be done. The 
right honourable Gentleman said the 
Board of Works would have nothing to 
do with the matter. I do not under- 
stand how that can be. The county 
councils will get transferred to them the 
business that is now transacted bv the 
governors of lunatic asylums, and the 
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governors of lunatic asylums cannot do 

nything in the way of erection, restora- 
ion and enlargement of buildings with- 
out bringing in the Board of Works 
architect, surveyor, and solicitor, and the 
Board of Works secretary and chairman. 
I do not see how the transference of the 
powers of the boards of governors to the 
county councils will get rid of the Board 
of Works. And then, after you have 
had the approval of all these bodies, 
you are to get the approval of the 
Board of Control. In my opinion the 
Chief Secretary has entirely evaded the 
essential point upon this matter, and if 
he does not agree to omit the sub-section 
and to bring in other words to meet the 
points that have been raised, I will 
advise my honourable Friends to go to 
a Division. 


Mr. SHEE: I support what the 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down has said; this clause is very badly 
drawn from beginning to end. As the 
honourable Member on the Front Oppo- 
sition Bench said, it is extremely absurd 
that, after the county council has in- 
curred great expense, say, in the investi- 
gation of a title for the purchase of land, 
they should have to to court 
for the approval of the Lord Lieutenant, 
which approval the Lord Lieutenant may 
possibly refuse on occasions. On that 
point alone I think I am justified in 
saying that this clause is very badly 
drawn. Then as to the point which I 
raised, and which was emphasised by 
the noble Lord. when he quoted from 
the English Act, by which it appears that 
the county councils cannot move without 
the approbation of the Lord Lieutenant ; 
the honourable Member who sits below 
me proved from his experience of the 
working of the English Act that such an 
arrangement is of no uecessity. On all 
these points this sub-clause has been 
very badly drawn, and therefore I think 
that the honourable Member who has 
moved the omission of this clause should 
press his proposal to a Division. 


ro 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 213; 
Noes 121.—(Division List No. 85.) 


Mr. FLYNN: The Amendment I wish 
to move is not on the Paper, but I handed 
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itinatthe Table. My Amendment is with 
the object of leaving out the words 
“Lord Lieutenant,” and substituting the 
word “county council.” There is a 
great deal of difference between omitting 
a sub-section and trying to amend it ; 
and I think it will be acknowledged by all 
that, if for the purposes of this section 
the power of revision is given to the 
county council, it will be a great improve 
ment indeed upon the Bill. In the first 
place we are not supposed to think that 
the Lord Lieutenant himself has any 
special knowledge of the architecture of 
these buildings. The Amendment which 
I have ventured to bring forward is 
based upon this principle. The Govern- 
ment are supposed at first to have some 
control or some responsibility in connec- 
tion with the management and main- 
tenance of the general working of the 
asylums before they are handed over to 
the county council, but with regard to 
the buildings and erections, and so on, 
all the expenditure has to be borne by 
tha county councils themselves. So 
that in other words the Government want 
to retain the power in connection with 
these enlargements and repairs, towards 
which they do not contribute a penny. 
All the expense falls upon the local rates 
and the county council, and whereas 
it would not be unfair that the Govern- 
ment should retain a power of revision 
in connection with the general work of 
lunatic asylums, it would be quite un- 
necessary and quite unfair that the 
Government, whether through the Lord 
Lieutenant or the Local Government 
Board or any other body, should seek 
to hamper the county council in con- 
nection with the committees of manage- 
ment. I may, perhaps, illustrate the 
argument I am. endeavouring to put 
before the Committee very briefly by 
reference to the Cork Lunatic Asylum, 
one of the largest in the entire county. 
I regret to say that, owing to the great 
increase of lunacy, which I am sure is 
equally deplored by the benches oppo- 
site as by these benches, it has become 
necessary to erect very large additional 
buildings indeed. But the necessary 
work of erecting these buildings, bringing 
forward the plans, estimating the expen- 
diture, etc., is at a standstill, owing to 
the deadlock which has grown up between 
the Board of Control (which would be 
abolished by this Bill) and the present 
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governors of the asylum. It has never 
been denied that the present governors 
of the asylum carry on their work in 
the most efficient manner. They are 
representatives of the different classes 
and sections of politics in the country, 
and they do the ordinary work of the 
asylum properly and efficiently, and now 
they are face to face with this state of 
things, which illustrates the danger of 
passing this sub-section as it stands. 
Whereas they had a free hand in con- 
nection with the management, the main- 
tenance, and the general conduct of the 
working of the asylum, in connection 
with any addition to the buildings, or 
enlargement, they possess no control 
whatever. But there is a worse state of 
things even than that, and I presume it 
exists with regard to every lunatic 
asylum in the country. The Board of 
Control (and, I presume, under this 
sub-section the Lord Lieutenant and his 
advisers will claim the same power), 
not only not sanction, but they send down 
their own architect and order the erection 
of buildings without consulting the local 
governors, who are supposed to be 
entrusted with the government of the 
asylum. Is there any reason whatever, or 
common sense, why the Lord Lieutenant 
should have the revision of these plans? 
You will have a county council whose 
powers are delegated to a local lunatic 
asylum committee. That local committee 
will have a great deal of power. Unques- 
tionably there is no doubt they will have 
a large responsibility thrown upon them, 
and they are not likely to indulge in any 
extravagance of expenditure, and it is 
quite possible that, instead of there being 
extravagance of expenditure, it will be 
quite the other way. Besides, before a 
penny can be expended, the local com- 
mittee will have to refer the matter to 
the county council—a body which can 
deal with it, and a body which is not 
likely to sanction extravagance or unwise 
expenditure; and, while I do not at 
all approve of the idea that there should 
be a transfer of powers to the Local 
Government Board, it is quite a different 
thing to transferring them to the county 
council, which most of us who are 
acquainted with the management of the 
work will agree is a proper body to 
exercise control over these matters, and, 
as far as buildings, important alterations, 
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and enlargements go, the matter would, I 
think, be quite safe in the hands of the 
local committee, subject, of course, to the 
supervision and control of the county 
council. I beg, therefore, to move, in 
Sub-section 4, line 8, that the words 
“Lord Lieutenant” be left out, and the 
words “county council” substituted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
already expressed the opinion that it is 
essential that the plans for buildings and 
accommodation in connection with lunatic 
asylums shuuld be subjected to the 
approval of some central authority. It 
is done in England, and it is done in 
Scotland, and I believe it is done in 
every country in the world where lunatic 
asylums are established. So far as the 
honourable Member proposes to substi- 
tute the county council for the Lord Lieu- 
tenant is concerned, I cannot accept the 
Amendment. If the county council 
desires, before sanctioning the expendi- 
ture of the money, to see the plans and 
contracts, I presume it will be competent 
for them to do so. They have a general 
power of control. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I desire to sup- 
port the Amendment of my honourable 
Friend, which, I think, is a very reason- 
able one. If the county councils are 
placed, as they are placed by this Bill, in 
charge of lunatic asylums, they have 
proper officers to supervise any plans and 
specifications that may be made out. I 
think that the right honourable Gentle- 


man is drawine the line a little too 
tightly. He refuses them any control 
over the alterations or additions that 


may be required in the lunatic asylums, 
although they have to find all the money 
that is required. I think there is every 
reason for an Amendment such as this, 
and I sincerely trust that every effort 
will be made to induce the Government 
to give their serious attention to this 
matter. 


Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE: I 
hope that I shall be able to persuade the 
honourable Member that there will be 
very serious difficulty in working out his 
Amendment in practice. The Committee 
must recollect that the Asylums Com- 
mittee is, in the eye of the law, quite 
independent of the county council, and 
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may represent, and actually does repre 
sent, many different county authorities ; 
and, therefore, in a case of that kind, 
which might happen fairly often in Ire 
land, you would have to go, not to one 
authority, but to several, and it would be 
a very considerable practical difficulty. 
Then, again, it must be borne in mind 
that the application for a loan, as I read 
this Bill, must, as is the case in England, 
proceed from the county council, and, 
therefore, supposing that the section is 
passed in its present form, it is a mistake 
to imagine that the county council will 
have nothing to say upon these points. 
The county and borough authorities are 
the bodies which contribute between 
them the expense of maintaining these 
asylums, and, that being the case, it 
would always be idle for the Asylums 
Committee to attempt to run, in impor- 
tant matters, counter to the views of the 
county council and the different borough 
authorities. Under these circumstances it 
appears to me that it is necessary, in 
order to get a sanction for entering upon 


enlargements, additional buildings, or 
new buildings, to go to some central 


authority, and not to the county council 
alone, and it does not much matter 
whether that central authority is the 
Local Government Board or the Lord 
Lieutenant. The subject is a highly tech- 
nical one, and I trust that I have 
made it quite clear to the Committee ; 
at any rate, I have endeavoured to do so. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The great fault of 
a central authority in a case like this, 
where the gentlemen who form the boards 
are also the inspectors of the board, is 
that they cannot put an intelligent view 
of their case before the central authority, 
and the returns of the travelling  ex- 
penses charged by the inspectors who 
visited the outlying asylums show how 
little attention they pay to their business. 
The idea of a central authority as put 
forward here, is an absolute sham, and yet 
right honourable Gentleman will accept 
no change in this clause. It is the 
worst drafted clause in the Bill, and in 
the opinion of all who have studied the 
matter likely to prove most unsatisfac- 
tory in the working of it. Some one took 
the point against me that there was no 
power. The first clause provides that 
if it appears to the Lord Lieutenant that 
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any council fail to perform such duty he 
may order that council to remedy that 
failure within the time and in the 
manner (if any) specified in the order. 
Now we are going to put in a power on 
Amendment in regard to the most im- 
portant duties of the council. We are 
putting a most tremendous power into 
their hands. I think the supervision 
of the county council is sufficient, and 
I say the central authority is a sham, 
and the right honourable Gentleman 
knows it to be a sham at the present 
time, but it was intended to make it a 
reality in the future, but the Govern- 
ment took very good care that it should 
not be at their own expense. They have 
tolerated this system for 50 years, and 
now, for the first time, they are stricken 
with sympathy for the Irish lunatics, and 
will take care that they shall be provided 
for. 


Mr. FLYNN: There is one point 
which I think very important, which the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary has not yet referred to, andi 
that is that the whole of these expenses 
are to be borne by the local taxpayers. 
But these inspectors who go down to see 
the lunatics, of course, make reports and 
make suggestions, and it appears to me 
that the county councils are to be silent 
committees. Of course, I quite see the 
point that the lunatic asylum may be in 
two or more counties, but it is for us to 
amend that in that respect. I do not 
wish to press this matter to a Division, 
but I did hope the right honourable 
Gentleman would have given the matter 
some further consideration. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Mr. DILLON moved upon Clause 9, 
page 5, line 11, that “subject to the pro- 
visions of this Act” should be left out. 
This is an Amendment which I do 
hope the Government will see their way 
to accept. The object of this Amend- 
ment is to give to the county councils 
the power to appoint and remove the 
officers of the asylums. Now I must put 
this to the right honourable Gentleman 
if I am not correct in reading the Acc; 
as it stands, in Sub-section 5, it is pro- 
vided that, subject to the provisions of 
this Act, the county councils may appoint 
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or remove the officers of the asylum, but 
when I turn to see what are the pro- 
visions of this Act to which this sub- 
section refers, I find Sub-section 4 of 
Clause 55 is to the following effect— 
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“Where any part of a salary of an officer cf 
a county council is paid out of money pro- 
vided by Parliament, or from Local Taxation 
(Ireland) account, he shall not be appointed or 
removed, nor shall his salary be fixed or 
altered without the concurrence of the Local 
Government Board, and he shall have such 
qualifications (if any), as may be prescribed ; 
and for the purposes of this enactment, part of 
the payment to every county council out of the 
Agricultural Grant shall be deemed to be paid 
in respect of part of the salary of the secretary 
of the county council, and of the county sus- 
veyor, and of any assistant surveyor.” 


And then upon the next page, Sub- 
section 4, Clause 56, says the provisions 
of this Act, respecting officers of the 
county council, shall, subject, as afore- 
said, apply to the officers appointed 
under this section—that is, of course, 
under the licensing committee, as well in 
a county borough as in any other county. 
The grant paid out of the local taxa- 
tion (Ireland) account for lunatics shall 
bbe deemed to be paid in respect of a 
part of the salary of any resident medical 
superintendant or assistant medical 
officer. Therefore, as I read the Act—of 
course, if the right honourable Gentle- 
man says I read it wrongly, I will not 
take up any more time—as I read the 
Act, in Section 9 you confer upon the 
committees of the county councils the 
power to appoint and dismiss the officers 
of the asylums; but, as I said just now, 
in Sub-section 4 of Section 56, by some 
curious kind of artificial arrangement, 
you take away that power from them. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member is not quite correct 
under Clause 9; the committee will have 
the appointment or dismissal of the 
officers, but subject to the  pro- 
visions of this Act, which says, in 
effect, that any appointment or removal 
shall have the sanction of a superior 
authority—that is, as regards the 
medical officers, of course. 


Mr. DILLON: That is to say, you 
take away from the committees of the 
county councils the appointment and 
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dismissal of their officers. They can) medical officers to the lunatic asylums, 


neither appoint nor dismiss their office:s 
without the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board—that is, if my view is right. 
I fancy that by some oversight you have 
drafted this wrongly. I think that you 
really meant to give that power to the 
Lord Lieutenant, but. for the purpose of 
my argument it does not matter whether 
the veto was given to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. or whether it was given to 
the Lord Lieutenant. I maintain that 
the committees of the county councils 
ought to have power to appoint or dis- 
miss their officers without any veto 
whatever. I desire to say at the very 
outset that this Amendment of mine 
‘would in no way affect the position of 
the existing officers. It would simply 
affect the position with regard to the 
committees of the county councils and 
their future officers. Now, I will as 
briefly as I possibly can. place before 
the Committee the ground under which 
this provision in the Act is, in my 
opinion, improper. In the first place, I 
will direct the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the fact that the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary has 
himself placed upon the Paper this 
morning a Government Amendment deal- 
ing with the matter. In Sub-section 5, 
in a new clause, he proposes to hand 
over to the joint committee as consti- 
tuted, without any reserve, veto, or 
interference, the power of appointment 
or dismissal of the medical officers of 
the county infirmaries. I do not think 
that this Amendment will interfere with 
the existing officers of the existing 
asylums, but on what ground does the 
right honourable Gentleman justify his 
Amendment giving the joint committees 
the right to appoint or dismiss their 
officers without veto, while, at the same 
time, he denies that power to the county 
councils? I think a more extraordinary 
position was never taken up by him. 
There is another and, as I think, an 
unanswerable argument in favour of my 
Amendment. I turn to page 42 of the 
Departmental Committee which sat in 
1891 for the purpose of inquiring into 
the lunacy administration in Ireland. It 
was a verv strong Committee, and this 
question was taken into consideration 
by it. Speaking of the appointment of 


Mr. Dillon. 


the Committee says— 


“Under existing arrangements, the appoint. 
ment of the resident medical superintendent is 
vested in the Lord Lieutenant. All other im- 
portant officers are appointed by the Governors, 
but the approval of the Lord Lieutenant is 
required. We agree with the Royal Com- 
missioners of 1858 in much of what they said 
in regard to these appointments. ‘We do not 
see,’ they say, ‘why the Executive Government 
should interfere in these matters, or that its 
interference has led, or is likely to lead, to a 
better selection of officers than would be made 
by the local authorities. It is true that the 
election may tend to local contentions, and that 
private feeling may prevail to the prejudice of 
the institution. We think that there is not a 
little reason to believe that political influences 
might lead to an equally injurious result, if the 
appointments were left to the Executive.’ They 
go on to say, ‘It appears to us, however, that 
the Central Board (that is the General Board of 
Lunacy) had a veto on all appointments, and 
that the Executive should have a power of 
removal on their recommendation, founded on 
full investigation of the officer’s incapacity or 
misconduct.’ The General Boards of England 
and Scotland have no such veto on appoint- 
ments, nor is there any interference on the part 
of the Government with the removal of officers 
from English and Scotch asylums. These 
appointments are left in the hands of the local 
boards, and the outcome is believed to be on 
the whole satisfactory. Contests for appoint- 
ments are keen, but the best men are usually 
chosen. The consciousness of responsibility 
leads generally to the preference of merit to 
other considerations. So far as Scotland is 
concerned, the advice of the General Board is 
often asked, and freely given ; but the respon- 
sibility and power of the local boards are fully 
recognised and acknowledged. There would 
rarely be any practical difficulty in Scotland in 
effecting the removal of an officer for incapacity 
or misconduct, though possibly the removal 
might not come so sharply as it probably would 
do if the General Board or the Government had 
the power to issue an order, which must be at 
| once obeyed, instead of being obliged to depend 
| on reasoning and recommendations. Such 
| recommendations, if well founded and well sup- 
| ported, prove irresistible in the end, though 
|they may not be acted upon without some 
discussion and some waiting, but a little delay 
| often does more good than harm. The circum- 
| stances of Ireland, however, appear to be 
| exceptional, and in view of all that has been 
brought before us, we recommend that the 
General Board should have the power of veto- 
ing the appointment of superintendents and 
superior officers, though we hope that the 
occasions for the exercise of the veto will 
rarely arise ; and that the Lord Lieutenant, on 
the recommendation of the General Board, and 
after an investigation of the grounds on which 
the recommendation rests, should have the 
power to order the removal of any superin- 
tendent or officer of a district asylum, either 


on account of incapacity or misconduct.” 
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Now, not one single word contained in 
that Report explains what these excep- 
tional circumstances are. What are 
they! If it has been found to work well 
in England and Scotland in the appoint- 
ment and dismissal of medical officers, 
and has resulted in very keen contests 
for the appointment of those who have 
proved their superior merit, then I ask 
what are these special grounds alluded 
to in Ireland which call for different 
treatment, and I ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
before he makes any statement upon 
this Amendment to explain what they 
are. Is it to be said they are political 
grounds? If it is not what other grounds 
are there! I confess, in quoting this 
legislation on the lunacy clause of this 
Bill, that I may have been to some 
extent prejudiced ; but I look at the con- 
struction of this clause with no political 
bias whatever. I had the happiness or 
misfortune in my youth to be a medical 
man, and I naturally do take a very 
keen interest in the medical departments 
of these institutions. It is purely for 
that reason that I take up the position 
I do. I do certainly strongly desire 
to see these new committees, as regards 
their power and responsibility, put upon 
an equality with England and Scotland ; 
and I do claim from and ask the Chief 
Secretary for an answer as to these 
exceptional circumstances which necessi- 
tate this difference in the law of Ireland. 
And unless those reasons are overwhelm- 
ing—and I cannot conceive that they will 
be—I hope the right honourable Gentle- 
man will accept this Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: At the 
present moment not merely has the Lord 
Lieutenant the sanctioning of the ap- 
pointment of the medical superintendent 
and the existing medical officers of the 
Irish lunatic asylums, but he himself 
actually appoints them. Under this Bill 
we are taking that power out of his 
hands and putting it into the hands of 
committees appointed by the county 
councils ; but we do not think it is desir- 
able or safe to put these appointments 
into their hands without some sort of 
check by a central authority. We hand 
over the control of these institutions 
to what is practically a body appointed 
by the county council, but the county 
council being a popularly-chosen body 
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we do not think that we should be safe 
in removing these checks. If, in course 
of time, after we had had some ex- 
perience, it was found that the system 
which we propose to set up under this 
Bill works smoothly and well, it will be 
full time to make such changes as the 
honourable Member for Mayo desires. 
In the meantime I can only say: If the 
committee appointed by the county coun- 
cil under this Bill elect to appoint fit 
and proper persons to discharge the 
duties, and will consent not to remove 
them without good cause, there is not 
the slightest danger that their action will 
be interfered with by the Lord Lieu 
tenant. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I do not 
think this is a convenient time to raise 
this question. I think it is a most ex- 
tensive matter, and [ do not intend to 
continue discussing it, except to say that 
I have watched the conduct of the local 
bodies in Ireland for 20 years—many of 
them years of fierce political excitement. 
During those 20 years the constitution of 
many of those bodies has been trans- 
formed, but during the whole of that 
period there has mever been a case 
where a local board has dismissed an 
official without good cause. The crying 
vice of these local bodies is that they 
will not dismiss an incompetent official 
if they can in any way avoid it. Let him 
be drunken or let him be vicious, when 
his case comes up for consideration they 
say “Poor So-and-so, he has eight chil- 
dren, it will be very hard if we dismiss 
him.” I challenge anybody who has 
searched the records of the Irish local 
bodies for the last 20 years to find a 
single, solitary case of an unjust dis- 
missal. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN : It does appear to 
me that the Chief Secretary has sub- 
mitted a very slender case for altering 
the provisions of this Bill from those 
of England and Scotland. He says that 
he has not sufficient confidence in the 
local authorities about to be established 
in Ireland to give them the powers 
which the local authorities both of 
England and Scotland possess. Now, 
if it had been found to be the 
custom of Tocal bodies in Ireland 
to dismiss summarily or in any way 
treat unfairly their employees, there, no 
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doubt, would be some ground for the 
statement which he has made, but it 
does seem to me that the local bodies of 
Ireland behave in exactly the opposite 
way. I think they are far too lenient, 
and do not make their officials attend 
to their duties so strictly as they ought 
to do. At least, that is my experience 
of local management in certain portions 
of the north of Ireland, because I have 
known cases where men whom I have 
considered incapable and incompetent 
have not been so considered by the local 
authorities, who have retained their 
services. I have seen those men kept in 
their positions, and I have seen local 
authorities make great endeavours to 
cloak over the shortcomings of their 
officials. I have never known a case 
where the guardians did not extend to 
their very utmost their endeavours in 
order to grant superannuation to the 
highest possible extent. With reference 
to the statement made by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary that he is of opinion that some care 
should be taken to protect the officials, 
I beg to remind him that the present 
officials will be continued in office, and 
will have all the protection which is 
necessary, but I do say it would be very 
unfair, and would be placing inthe Local 
Government Bill which you are now 
about to give Ireland a very paltry 
provision. You will only hamper the 
future county councils of Ireland with 
provisions of this class, and I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will con- 
sider this matter further before doing so. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I should 
like, before giving my support to 
this Amendment, to ask the honour- 
able Member for Mayo whether 
he means that the words “subject 
to the provisions of this Act” 


shall include “regulate the expenditure” 
as well as the appointments, because that 
might make some difference in my con- 
sideration, because it appears to me the 
Amendment would be better if it ran 
thus: “the appointment and removal of 
the officers of asylums, subject to the 
provisions of this Act regulating the 
expenditure.” 

Mr. DILLON: I have no objection to 
that, Serjeant Hemphill. Hinted in 
that way, I confess I altogether agree 
with the Amendment of the honourable 


Mr. Murnaghan. 
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Member. I: cannot resist saying—and I 
say it with the utmost respect—I was 
sorry to hear the grounds given by the 
Chief Secretary for his objection to this 
very reasonable Amendment. It comes 
to this, that he has such a want of con- 
fidence in the new boards which the 
Government are about to create by the 
Bill which is now before the House, that 
he could not safely entrust to these 
county councils even the appointment 
and removal of their own officers without 
restrictions. I was sorry to hear that, 
because we all hope, in the first place, 
that the county councils will be represen- 
tative bodies, thoroughly representative 
of every class in Ireland. We hope they 
will represent the intelligence and value 
of the Irish people—all that is best in 
Ireland—generally, and we must always 
bear in mind, so far as the 9th clause is 
concerned, that it is through a committee 
that the county councils act, and that 
the committee may consist, as regards 
one-fourth, of outsiders, who would pro- 
bably be experts, and men of the highest 
position and respectability. Therefore, 
there is every reason to confide to them 
untrammelled the appointment and dis- 
missal of their own officials. This is a 
point I know upon which some of the 
public bodies in Ireland have had com- 
munications. In the first place it is not 
very clear what the provisions of the 
Act are that you allude to in this 5th 
Sub-section, and, as the honourable Mem- 
ber for Mayo pointed out, you must look 





at section 55, sub-section 4, in 
order to find out. Now, what 
does that sub-section say? It says, 


and it is quite clear, “where any part of 
the salary of an officer of a county 
council is paid out of money provided by 
Parliament, or from Local Taxation (Ire- 
land) Act, he shall not be appointed or 
removed, nor shall his salary be fixed or 
altered without the concurrence of the 
Local Government Board.” Therefore 
the Local Government Board has to con- 
trol the appointment, and not the council 
through their committee, as contemplated 
in section 9. Why should that be? 
Why should you put the sub-section in 
a more or less subsidiary position? You 
substitute these county councils for the 
grand juries, which were supposed to 
represent all the intelligence, and the 
the power, and worth of the Irish people, 
and you are going to submit to their 
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being snubbed by the Local Government 
Board without either rhyme or reason, 
putting a veto on their appointing or 
removing their officers. I do hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will have 
more confidence in these bodies which 
are to be created by this Bill, and that 
he will not press any further objection 
to the Amendment of my honourable 
Friend. 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON: I entirely 
agree with the observations which have 
fallen from the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chef Secretary. Of course, 
the result of the county councils about 
to be established is more or less proble- 
matical, and I think it would be ex- 
tremely unwise to place in the hands 
of the county councils this power with- 
ow the sanetfon of a superior authority. 
At the present moment, in England the 


guardians cannot dispense with the 
services of a dootor, a master, or a 
matron, without the consent of the 


Local Board. Why should it therefore 
be so in Ireland? 


Mr. DILLON: I suggested that the 
law in Ireland should be the same as in 
this country, so far as it applies to the 
administration of the lunatic asylums. 


(oLonEL SAUNDERSON: All I can 
say is that it would be exceedingly un- 
wise to establish by this Bill for all time 
the principle that the county councils 
should have this power. I have no doubt 
at all in my own mind that when a good 
case for dismissal is made out the Lecal 
Government Board would consent to the 
dismissal of the officer. Why should 
this arbitrary power be given to the 
county councils to dismiss doctors from 
the asylums? It is a very technical 
matter, and quite outside the intelligence 
of the county councils. Therefore I 
think the Chief Secretary is quite right 
in taking up the position which he has. 


Mr. FARRELL: In my opinion’ the 
contention of the honourable Member for 
Mayo is a stigma upon the county coun- 
cils. The honourable Gentleman must 
know very well that it only affects two 
officers, the medical superintendent and 
the medical officer, and the honourable 
Gentleman must know that no person 
can be appointed by any committee of 
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the county council but properly qualified. 
Why cannot you give the local committee 
the power and the rights that they have 
in England? If it is put forward by the 
‘Government that there is no reason for 
opposition and for this Amendment, I 
think, from the point of view of the 
medical officers themselves, that they 
would be quite satisfied to put their case 
in the hands of the local authorities. I 
‘myself have had some experience during 

number of years with the management 
of this question by boards of guardians, 
and I entirely endors< the statements 
made by the honourable Member for 
Tyrone. I hope that the non possumus 
attitude of the right honourable Gentle- 
man will not be kept up, and that he will 
accept this Amendment. 


Mr. DALY: I would prefer to 
have the charge of the officers under 
the Local Government Board, because I 
‘have seen several cases in Ireland where 
the Local Government Board have actually 
dismissed officers, and the board of guar- 
dians have petitioned the Local Govern- 
ment Board to re-appoint them. I would 
prefer that the Local Government Board 
should have control of them in future. 
I think the right honourable Gentleman 
need have no fear to leave the manage- 
ment of the officers in future to the 
county councils. I think that the right 
honourable Gentleman cannot have any 
difficulty in accepting this Amendment. 
I think the officers will be better in the 
hands of the county councils than in the 
hands of the Local Government Board, 
and I speak from the experierse of ten 
or twelve years as a poor law guardian. 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will give the people a chance of having 
the management of the officers in regard 
to all matters under the control of the 
county councils, and that he will see his 
way to accept the Amendment of the 
honourable Member for East Mayo. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think I can point to one such case. I 
fully recognise the truth of the remark 
that fell from the honourable Member 
for Cork, and I entirely recognise that, as 
a rule, every public body in Ireland hesi- 
tates to exercise their powers of dis 
missal, even when they ought to exer- 
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cise them. I have found it necessary 
cn more than one occasion to direct the 
Local Government Board to dismiss an 
ofticer whom the guardians were anxious 
to retain. But I regard the question of 
appointments as of much more impor- 
tance than that of dismissals, and it 
is because we wish to guard against the 
danger of improper appointments being 
made, at all events in the earlier years 
of this new system, that we cannot con- 
sent to this Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said he would invite 
anyone who objected to the Amendment 
to show that there was more danger of 
unworthy motives creeping in in the case 
of appointments made by local bodies 
than in the case of appointments made 
by a central body. Under the Hill the 
county infirmary committee would have 
an absolutely unchecked power to appoint 
or dismiss their medical officers. It 
was very easy to ruin a man by simply 
vetoing his appointmert. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR appealed to 
honourable Members to bring the dis- 
cussion to a close, and he pointed out 
to the honourable Member for East Mayo 
that if his words were left out the effect 
would be, among other things, to remove 
the sanction which the Bill gave to the 
appointment and dismissal of medical 
officers. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8S.) said that. 
as a matter of fact, the local boards were 
anxious that the responsibility and the 
odium of dismissal should rest upon the 
central authority. It would 
great deal of litigation if the power of 
dismissal rested with the central autho- 
rity. There was a case he knew in which 
a town council had the power of dis- 
missal without the intervention of the 
central authority. He thought that the 
large body of opinion in Ireland was that 
these appointments should be controlled 
by a central authority. There was a 
great deal to be said on the other side of 
the question as well as on the side to 
which they had been listening. 


Mr. DILLON said he would not put 
the Committee to the trouble of dividing 
now, but he would raise the question on 
a subsequent section. 


save a 


The Amendment was withdrawn. 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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*Mr. SerseEANtT HEMPHILL moved his 


Amendment in regard to clause 9, page 
5, line 12, to insert after the second 
“and,” the word “all.” He said the sub- 
section of the clause appeared to him to 
be extremely insufficient. It provided 
that the powers under the Lunatic 
Asylums Act of the Lord Lieutenant, or 
the inspector of lunatics, as to those 
matters, and as to land and buildings, 
and as to the appointment of governor or 
directors, shall cease, and that the Board 
of Control for lunatics shall be abolished, 
The object of his Amendment was to 
go on and provide for the transfer of 
those. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND said he need scarcely remind 
his honourable Friend that if the powers 
ceased it was impossible to transfer 
them afterwards. 


On the return of the CHarruan of 
Ways and Means after the usual interval, 


Notice was taken that there was not 
a quorum, but when the CHamrmay 
counted 40 members were present. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: There has 
been a difference of opinion, Sir, on these 
Benches as to the difficulty of defining 
what the supervising authority of these 
asylums ought to be. Up to the present 
the work has been largely done by the 
usual inspectors of lunatic asylums, and 
it has been suggested that the work 
might be more satisfactorily done by 
inspectors under the Local Government 
Board, but the Government have declared 
against that; and what I wish to make 
clear at present is that, whether the 
inspectors be inspectors of the Local 
Government Board or inspectors of the 
Lunatic Asylums Board, a full public 
inspection there shall be; and tnat that 
inspection shall not be an inspection by 
unpaid persons, but shall be an inspec- 
tion by persons who are paid and whose 
duty it is to go into these institutions 
and examine them, in order to see that 
the inmates are properly treated. Mr. 
Lowther, having that object in view, I 
was sorry to find within the past few 
hours that the Government had dispensed 
with one official whose experience would 
have been most valuable—I mean the 


visiting physician. Until a few years 
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ago there was in connection with every 
lunatic asylum a visiting physician, who 
lived outside the asylum, and whose duty 
it was to visit the asylum ; and there is, 
in point of fact, a relic of that system 
still in existence in the City of Cork, 
where a visiting physician still exists. 
But as those officials have dropped off 
elsewhere, others have not been appointed 
in their places. Now, my view is that 
the more you allow officers who are out- 
side to be engaged in this business, the 
better it is, and I believe the Amend- 
ment I have to propose only carries out 
the views of the Government. Therefore, 
I beg to move— 


“in Clause 9, page 5, line 17, after ‘ abolished,’ 
to insert ‘Provided that nothing herein con- 
tained shall affect the powers of the Lord 
Lieutenant to appoint inspectors of lunatics 
as heretofore, or the nower of such inspectors 
to visit lunatic asylums, and make such exain- 
ination and inquiries as they are now em- 
powered to make, or the powers and duties 
of such inspectors under the Lunatic Asylums 
(Ireland) Act, 1875.’” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I agree in 
the intention of the Amendment, but, 
Sir, I think it is totally unnecessary, and 
would only be confusing. The Amend- 
ment is in the nature of a saving clause, 
but it does not, as a matter of fact, cover 
all the powers which at present the Lord 
Lieutenant and the Inspectors in Lunacy 
have and which the honourable Member 
desires to preserve. It not only does 
not cover all those powers, but I am 
afraid the enumeration in the Amend- 
ment will tend to throw doubt on those 
powers which are not specifically men- 
tioned in it. Among them are the powers 
of the Lord Lieutenant to vary districts 
and to convert a gaol into a lunatic 
asylum, the duty of the inspectors to 
visit every gaol or workhouse, or house 
of industry, in which any lunatic is con- 
fined, and to inquire the various methods 
of treatment, and other powers which *the 
inspectors should exercise; and, again, 
the power of the auditor to make an 
order for payment in the event of an 
amalgamation of lunatic asylum districts. 
I only mention these, but there are one 
or two others, and it would be undesir- 
able, as I am sure the honourable Mem- 
ber will see, to take an incomplete 
enumeration of this sort, as the effect 
would be to throw doubt on the powers 
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which are left out of the enumeration, 
And, further, all the objects which the 
honourable Member seeks to gain are, I 
believe, sufficiently made clear in Part 2 
of the first Schedule to the Bill. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I have no desire to 
persist with my Amendment, having 
regard to the suggestion of the right 
honourable Gentleman that it is unneces- 
sary, and that the object will be met by 
the schedule. But I may state that I 
have carefully studied the Lunatic 
Asylums Act, and I conceive that my 
Amendment would save to the inspectors 
all the powers which the Government 
would desire them to have. Of course, Sir, 
there is no necessity for specifying the 
power of the inspectors to visit gaols or 
workhouses, because those are not here 
affected, and my Amendment is only a 
proviso to Clause 9, and will not in any 
way trespass on the power of the inspec- 
tors of lunatics to visit gaols or work- 
houses. Neither would it affect their 
power to visit private asylums, for that 
is not mentioned in the clause. As 
regards the variation of districts, I am 
glad the right honourable Gentleman has 
alluded to that, because there is con- 
siderable doubt as to what will be the 
effect of this clause on the whole of that 
question. I think the effect of the clause, 
as a whole, will be to stereotype the exist- 
ing law in some resnects. Of course, some- 
thing depends on the schedule of the Bill. 
I do not know whether the right honour- 
able Gentleman thinks that the Lord 
Lieutenant will still have power to direct 
asylums to be built in certain cases ; but 
I hold, Sir, that the power of the Lord 
Lieutenant to map out districts and 
direct that asylums shall be provided for 
each of them will be at an end. And 
similarly, Sir, as regards the apportion- 
ment of the charges, that power is also 
at an end, because the apportionment is 
now entirely carried out under the Act 
of 1878, and as the right honourable 
Gentleman is aware, that Act this Bill pro- 
poses to repeal. As a matter of fact, it 
was not included in the last Lunatic 
Asylums Act.’ It enabled the inspectors 
of lunatics to fix the proportion in which 
each district was to contribute, and I 
consider that that particular duty is 
affected by Sub-section 7 of this clause, 
so that in future the inspector will have 
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nothing to do with the assessment of the 
charge. I take it that, as the right 
honourable Gentleman says, he wishes 
to preserve to the Lord Lieutenant the 
power of varying districts, that that 
power will exist in the future as it has 
existed in the past. May I take it also 
that he will preserve the power of the 
Lord Lieutenant to cause new asylums 
to be erected in anv district, because if 
he will not I do not see the advantage 
of changing a district in that way? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think he 
will still have power to alter districts, 
and in any district which has no asy!um, 
of course, it would be the duty of the 
council to see that proper accommoda- 
tion for lunatics is provided. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: In view of 
what the right honourable Gentleman 
says, although I have a strong opinion as 
to the necessity for the proposal, I have 
no desire to persist with my Amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: T propose 
now, Sir, at the end of line 21, to move 
the insertion of the following words— 


“And as to the conditions, and payments. 
and accommodation under which private 
patients may be admitted into and detained 
in an asylum.” 


This, I think, will be a convenient way 
of meeting the point raised by the right 
honourable Member opposite. The 
matter was referred to in the House last 
night, and I think it is very desirable 
that there should be some provision in 
the Bill with regard to it. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: This is the 
draft oi the Amendment that I beg to 
move. Clause 9, page 5, line 23, 
after “effect,” insert “and shall have 
the same effect for the purposes of the 
fourth section of the Lunatic Asylums 
(Ireland) Act, 1875, as if made by the 
Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council.” 
Clause 9, page 5, line 27, leave out from 
“to” to “and,” in line 30, and insert 
“rateable value.” This Amendment 
raises a somewhat important question, 
and I venture to put it forward for the 
careful consideration of the Committee. 
It may be that opinion will be divided 
upon it, but I am of opinion that a modi- 
Mr. M. Healy. 
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fication in the clause would be a 
desirable change. My Amendment 
changes the ratio under which 
different counties united in lunatic 


asylum districts are assessed for the 
purpose of contributing to the mainten. 
ance of patients. Now, so far as I have 
been able to read the Lunatic Asylums 
Acts there has been no law on the sub- 
ject. The matter has been in the hands 
of the Lord Lieutenant, and where two 
or three counties are united to form a 
lunatic asylum district it rests entirely 
with the inspectors to say in what pro- 
portion the several counties shall bear 
the charges. Henceforward, owing to 
the transfer oi these institutions, it 
becomes necessary for the Government to 
put forward some scheme by which this 
important matter will not be left longer 
in the discretion of any official, but 
should be a matter of dry law. The 
method by which the Bill proposes to 
deal with the matter is this. It directs 
that the proportion payable by each 
county shall be fixed according to the 
number of lunatics, “according to 
the average of the three local 
financial years which ended next 
before the last triennial election 
of county councillors.” Now I pro- 
pose, on the other hand, that the charge 
shall be fixed by the rateable valuation of 
each county, and in making that pro- 
posal I think I ought to have the sup- 
port of the Government, in view of a 
later provision in the Bill which pro- 
poses that where a union is divided 
between two counties the union charges 
should be apportioned between each 
divided part in proportion to the rate- 
able value. Now, we in Ireland have 
been saddled for 16 years with the absurd 
system of divisional rating. Instead of 
taxing the union as a whole, the union 
was sub-divided in an arbitrary manner, 
and the law has been that each area 
has been built to support its own poverty. 
That has been an absurd system, and I 
cannot conceive what the advantage of 
it is. I believe it was in the interests 
of the landlords. According to my 
Amendment we get rid of that absurd 
system, and henceforward we will nave 
the system of union rating. It proposes 
very ‘much to do for the Innatie asylums 
district what has been done for unions—- 
the plan of union rating. I do not under- 
stand why the plan of divisional rating 
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should have been selected for the luna- 
tics, when you have got rid of it for 
the purposes of union rating. I con- 
ceive that, while arguments might be 
adduced for the proposal of divisional 
rating of the case of ordinary poverty, no 
argument can be put forward with re- 
spect to lunatic asylums. No such argu- 
ment could be addressed in the case of 
lunacy, because. in lunacy there was no 
special condition to produce it. The 
number of lunatics who can be adduced 
in any county is not a matter peculiar 
to the circumstances of the county, it 
must depend upon the decrees of Provi- 
dence. Now, at one time one area would 
produce a larger proportion of lunatics 
than another, and I cannot conceive why 
the Government should not have done in 
the case of lunatic asylums districts the 
same as they now do in the case of 
unions. My plan would have this further 
advantage—that the ratio would not 
vary for three years. As the clause at 
present stands a fresh assessment will 
have to be made every three years, and 
in my proposition the contribution of 
the area will be fixed by its rateable 
valuation; in other words, a rich arva 
will contribute to the relief of the poor 
area, and the place with the large rate- 
able valuation will come to the aid of the 
poorer district. It is a remarkable 
thing that up to this time there has 
been no fixed law on the subject, and the 
country has not even known on what 
principle the asylum inspectors proposed 
to make their assessments. I do con- 
ceive that the best plan would be that, 
when you have two counties in a lunatic 
asylum district, the contribution should 
be fixed, not by the number of 
lunatics. but by the rateable valuation of 
the district. That is the scheme of 
my Amendment, and I chink it is worthy 
of consideration. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is one 
of the questions that it is almost impos- 
sible to discuss on abstract grounds. I 
do not say that, in principle, I have a 
very strong opinion one way or the other, 
but I hold that the Government are 
bound to make up their minds what 
system they will adopt, and it appears 
to me that if we were to adopt the prin- 
ciple recommended by the honourable 
Member it would create a great amount 
of discontent, and we do not think it 
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worth while to do that for the sake of a 
principle. You have to consider the 
maintenance of patients, and the Bill 
proposed is practically what has been 
in operation—namely, that each county 
should pay for the patients that it sent 
to the asylum. As regards buildings, 
until recent years the apportionment has 
been made on the basis of accommoda- 
tion. The latest case of the Richmond 
Asylum was most carefully considered by 
the Privy Council, who considered that the 
fairest system of apportionment would 
be to average the number of patients 
during previous years. We have followed 
the decision of the Privy Council on that 
subject, and I hold that in deciding on 
the average number of patients we have 
taken the best course. The Chief Secre- 
tary has said he is more or less 
indifferent with regard to this question. 
I would suggest that, as the right 
honourable Gentleman is more or less 
indifferent, he should accept the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member for 
Cork. It is, in my judgment, a most 
reasonable Amendment, and one that 
should receive due consideration from the 
Government. I happen to be the 
governor of an asylum. in which the 
lunatics come from two counties, Sligo 
and Leitrim, and I know that the largest 
proportion of lunatics come from the 
poorest districts, both in Sligo and 
Leitrim. As the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary is not much 
concerned one way or the other, I would 
ask him to listen to the appeal of the 
honourable Member for Cork, and endea- 
vour to introduce into the government uf 
lunatic asylums the principle of union 
rating instead of divisional rating. This 
would relieve the poorer districts, and 
place upon shoulders able to bear the 
burden. a certain amount of responsi- 
bility. As the honourable Member for 
Cork has said, the principle of divisional 
rating is to this effect, that the poorer 
the people are the more poverty they 
have to support. The poorer the people 
are in Sligo and Leitrim, the larger the 
number of paupers they have to support. 
I believe it would tend to the improved 
management of these asylums, if thie 
Amendment were accepted. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I con- 
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fess I think the clause better as 
it stands. I know that a good deal of 
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difficulty arose with reference to the 
Richmond Asylum, which is an asylum 
contributed to by three or four countics 
—wWicklow, Louth, the town of Drog- 
heda, and the county and City of Dublia. 
Complaints were made by Wicklow and 
Louth that, whereas the number of luna- 
tics from these counties to the Richmond 
Asylum was very few, they were taxed 
in proportion to the population. I think 
it is a fairer principle that the tax should 
be in proportion to the number of 
lunatics contributed by each county. I 
happened to be in office at the time this 
question of complaints about Richmond 
Asylum was considered. It was brought 
before the Privy Council, and the result 
was, if my recollection is right, that the 
proportion was regulated according to 
the population. But, whether that was 
so or not, I think the principle is fair. 
It would be very hard if in an asylum 
500 lunatics came from one county, 50 
from another, and only 10 from another. 
that the county supplying the lowest 
number should be as heavily taxed as the 
county supplying the larger number. 


Mr. J. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham): The question is 
simply one of proportion, or rather, of 
apportionment, of the cost of these joint 
asylums, and I do not entertain the 
slightest doubt that the apportionment 
should depend upon the services ren- 
dered, 


Mr. J. J. SHEE: In connection 
with this question of proportion, 
tion, nobody contests the fact that the 
poorer a district is, the greater is the 
number of lunatics in proportion to the 
population. It comes, in fact, to this, 
that we tax the poorer districts 
more heavily in proportion to valuation 
than the richer districts. As anybody 
who has studied the statistics of lunacy 
in Ireland knows, in those counties where 
there is tillage land lunacy prevails to a 
larger extent in proportion to the popula- 
tion than iri the counties where there is 
grazing land. The poorer the land, the 
greater is the proportion of lunatics to 
the population. That being so, it follows 
that if you tax in proportion to the 
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number of lunatics you impose the 
heaviest tax on the poorest districts, 
The principle in this case is precisely the 
same ag in the case of union rating ; and 
as the Government have accepted a 
change in the law on that question, as 
against divisional rating, there can be 
no reason why they should not agree toa 
change in this other matter simply 
because it is a change. The right 
honourable Gentleman, the Chief Secre- 
tary alleges that the change proposed 
by this Amendment, if made, may pro- 
duce discontent in those districts which 
would be affected adversely by it, but 
there is no ground, so far as I can see, 
for any such assumption. On every 
ground of justice and fair play a district 
should not be mulcted simply because it 
is a poor district; it should be treated 
fairly and on a level with the richer 
districts. Therefore I think this Amend- 
ment deserves a little more consideration 
from the Chief Secretary than the right 
honourable Gentleman has given it. The 
Chief Secretary has stated that, so far 
as the principle is concerned, he has no 
objection to accepting this Amendment, 
and his only argument against accept- 
ance is that it may produce discontent. 
But there is no foundation in reason or 
probability for that contention, and I 
think the Government would do well to 
accept the Amendment. 


Question put, and Amendment neg? 
tived without a Division, 


Amendment proposed, page 5, line 32, 
to strike out the words “in case of 
dispute.” 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I pro- 
pose to leave out the words “in case 
of dispute,” because they will lead only 
to cireuity. It is much better to have 
some authority to decide what the pro- 
portions should be. The clause itself 
says the committee shall be a joint 
Committee, with a representation of each 
council, determined in case of dispute 
by the Lord Lieutenant, in the same 
proportion as that in which the expenses 
are to be defrayed ; but the clause itself 
indicates the proportion, and I do not 
see what object there is in anticipating 
that there will be disputes as between 
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the different parishes and then leaving 
it to the Lord Lieutenant to settle, It 
is not a matter of much importance ; it 
is only a question of arithmetic, and it 
will only cause delay and create, perhaps, 
a burning grievance if you refer it to 
the Lord Lieutenant as if it were a dis- 
puted matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The right 
honourable Gentleman says it is only a 
case of arithmetic, and if it is only a case 
of arithmetic it will hardly be necessary 
to bring it before the Lord Lieutenant. 
I do not think there will be any diffi- 
culty about the matter. The Lord 
Lieutenant is brought in to decide the 
proportion in which the councils are to 
be represented. In that case he might 
obviously desire it. Then the Lord Lieu- 
tenant will decide it, and I think the 
words are clear. 


*Mr. SersEANtT HEMPHILL: It occurs 
to me that there is really nothing about 
which there can be a dispute The words 
are— 

“And the committee for the asylum shail 
be a joint committee of the councils of the 
counties, witu a representation of each 
council,” 

I leave out, for argument’s sake, the 
words— 


“Determined in case of dispute by the 
Lord Lieutenant.” 


The concluding words of the clause are— 


“In the same proportion as that in which 
the expenses are defrayed.” 
Now, given that the expenses are an 
ascertained figure, and that proportion is 
fixed by Act of Parliament, why, then, 
put “in case of dispute” on a matter 
which ought not to be disputable? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: But a dis- 
pute might arise on some question in 
regard to the number of the committee. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: But the 
number of the committee is not an ele- 
ment at all in ascertaining the propor- 
tion. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is “a 
representation of each council.” The 
Bill says that the representation must 
be in a certain proportion, but it does 
not fix the number, 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will not accept 
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the Amendment of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Tyrone. I have avery considerable 
abjection to too much interference on the 
part of the Lord Lieutenant with the 
operation of the county council; but I 
do say that in this case, it is putting it 
in the power of the Lord Lieutenant to 
fix the number, whereas the proposal of 
the right honourable Gentleman is that 
it is only in case of dispute that the 
Lord Lieutenant’s interference would 
come in. The clause as it stands is 
much better than as amended by the 
right honourable Gentleman. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I think this 
involves a provision in that part of the 
clause which I certainly regard as of 
some importance. Sub-section 3 pro- 
vides that— 


“There shall be transferred to the council, 
acting through that committee, the business 
of the governors and directors of the asylum, 
under the Lunatic Asylums Acts, and the 
committee, subject to the general control of 
the council as respects finance, may act with- 
out their acts being confirmed by the council.’ 
What this Amendment proposes is that 
the natural child of the county council, 
the committee, should be enabled to rise in 
rebellion against its own parent. As 
regards the finance mentioned in Sub- 
clause 3, it can be got rid of if the Lord 
Ljeutenant thinks fit. That is my read- 
ing of it, which says, practically, that 
on matters of finance. the council is the 
supreme authority. It does not relate to 
the case of two counties where they differ. 
I imagine that if you have your joint 
committee managing the asylum, and 
making certain financial proposals, and 
you have one concurring county and the 
other dissenting, as the clause stands 
you might get rid of it. What this 
clause provides for is, I take it, for the 
case of an asylum governed by a single 
county. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: But the Act 
provides that where a district comprises 
two or more counties there shall be a 
joint committee. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
joint committee. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Well, let the 
right honourable Gentleman consider 
M 2 
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that two of the county councils may be 
against the decision of the committee. 
Suppose, now, that there is a committee 
formed by two counties to govern one 
asylum. The first part of the clause 
says that the financial questions shall 
be subject to the approval of the council. 
But the right honourable Gentleman 
proposes in this Amendment that, where 
a committee makes financial proposals, 
in such a case as I have put, though 
each of the counties may disapprove of 
what the committee has done, the com- 
mittee will be able to override the action 
of both counties if it succeeds in per- 
suading the Lord Lieutenant to approve 
of its action against the two counties 
which are contrary. lt appears to me 
that we are entitled to demand that this 
Amendment shall be limited to the case 
where it is only one out of two counties. 
It seems to me a monstrous thing that if 
all the counties which go to make up the 
joint committee shall disapprove of any 
proposal, it shall still be possible for 
the committee to override the decision of 
all the districts concerned. Take the 
county of Cork, which you propose to 
divide—which I hone you will not. If 
you do you will have the com- 
mittee constituted of so many members 
from East Cork, so many from West 
Cork, and so many from the city. That 
committee might make some financial 
proposals. All the three counties—East, 
West, and the City of Cork—might dis- 
sent from such proposals, but neverthe- 
less the committee could go up to the 
Lord Lieutenant. and say— 


“These three counties dissent from the finan- 
cial proposals, but we think they are necessary, 
and we ask you to sanction them.” 


Sub-sez- 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


tion 3 says— 


“Subject to the general control of the coun- 
cil as respects finance, may act without their 
acts being confirmed by the council.” 


Well, Sir, this committee might recom- 
mend expenditure for a particular object, 
and one or more counties in the district 
might dissent, and the whole scheme 
might be supported with one objection. 
The honourable Member in his speech 
says it might simply mean all counties 
concerned—or two or more, as the case 
might be—being opposed to this expen- 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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diture, and then the joint committee 
might apply to the Lord Lieutenant to 
grant it. Well, Sir, if such a case should 
arise, I should undoubtedly think that 
the Lord Lieutenant would refrain from 
making the order. But it is not to be 
supposed that even in that case there 
is no remedy where the committee think 
that expenditure of that kind is neces- 
sary for the proper accommodation for 
the union. Under Sub-section 1 it is 
provided that— 


“If it appears to the Lord Lieutenant that 
any council fail to perform such duty, he may 
order that council to remedy the failure within 
the time and in the manner specified in the 
order.” 


Under a subsequent clause of the Act. he 
has the power of controlling, in respect 
of maintenance. In the case of a single 
county council, he could adopt one of 
those procedures, and with the joint 
county councils we have thought it neces- 
sary to provide for where one county 
council or several object to the expendi- 
ture, although the others may agree to 
it. It may be that technically this does 
leave it just open to take that particular 
procedure to enforce it against the 
counties they represent, but I think it 
is a very remote danger. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: We have 
been listening to lectures all over the 
country upon the awful prospects of 
extravagance that the county councils in 
Ireland will be guilty of when they once 
get control of their own affairs. There 
is a dreadful feeling on the part of the 
large ratepayers ; it is suggested that the 
one desire of the county councils will be 
to spend to the utmost possible extent. 
Now, I have observed all through this 
Bill a tendency to compel the county coun- 
cil to incur expenditure which the county 
council does not want to. I observe that 
the right honourable Gentleman has fol- 
lowed up that practice, in which he 
makes it compulsory for the county coun- 
cil to make these grants to the counties 
which before, apparently, the section of 
the Act left optional, and now we have 
this extraordinary proposal that a joirt 
committee sent up by two or three or 
more counties will now form the joint 
committee. If the counties protest 
against any particular form of expendi- 
ture, the joint committee being in 
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favour of it, the joint committee have 
the power of going up to the Lord 
Lieutenant, and saying, “The counties 
are all wrong ; we know better than they 
do,” and though the committee are one 
and all opposed to this expenditure, the 
Lord Lieutenant upon being appealed to 
can make them spend this money. I did 
think that the right honourable Gentle- 
man was going to say that it is not 
right to give the Lord Lieutenant power 
to compel a group of counties, united to 
resist a certain form of expenditure, to 
incur that expenditure, and it does seem 
to be absolutely unnecessary. 


Mr. JAMES C. FLYNN: I do not 
think the danger may be quite so remote 
a3 the Chief Secretary appears to think, 
and we can hardly expect in this Hous: 
to be treated as if phraseology were of 
more or less small consequence. Well, 
Sir, it seems to me that in this Amend- 
ment of the right honourable Gentleman 
the part is greater than the whole, be- 
cause obviously here a joint committee 
appeals from the more powerful body 
to the Lord Lieutenant. I think that, 
Sir, is rather vicious in principle, and is 
possibly also vicious in practice. I hhave 
followed the arguments of the honourabiz 
Member for the City of Cork, and I 
cannot conceive, particularly in a case 
like that, where presumably we have two 
or more counties, it possible, when these 
counties refuse their sanction to any 
expenditure, that they will be compelled 
to incur such expenditure upon the 
appeal of a small delegated body. I 
think that would be reversing the prin- 
ciple of local government into a sort cf 
topsy-turvydom. I cannot conceive that 
a joint committee, fully acquainted with 
the needs of the lunatic asylums, could 
forward such proposal. On the other 
hand, let us conceive the case where a 
meeting of the joint Committee of the 
Asylum Committee is held at a short 
notice and without proper warning to the 
full body of the committee, and at a 
small meeting expenditure is embarked 
upon, surely the county council cught 
to have the power to deal with such 
expenditure. I do think this appeal 


to the Lord Lieutenant is the nega- 
tion of the principle of popular control 
which this Bill presumes to set up. 
I do not think we have been unreasonable 
on these Benches in pressing for the 
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fullest possible powers for the county 
councils. I do not say that where the 
joint Committee appeals under any con- 
ceivable circumstances to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant that the Lord Lieutenant will act 
in an unreasonable manner, but the very 
fact that we have to appeal to him is not 
consistent with the clause itself, because 
the Committee well know that the new 
local bodies have larger powcrs than the 
present board of governors. If you com- 
pare the present power of boards of 
governors with the power that is to be 
conferred on these new Asylum Com- 
mittees, you wiil find that these new 
Asylum Committees get very much larger 
powers. That may be a very desirable 
thing, but it is quite another thing to 
say that they shall go beyond that, and 
by appealing to the Lord Lieutenant 
shall overrule the bodies which called 
them into existence. I cannot conceive 
why the Amendment is brought forward 
at all. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
honourable Member for Cork (Mr. 
M. Healy) will wait until the Re 
port stage, I shall be _ prepared 
to undertake that where a majority 
of the county councils concerned are 
opposed to any object approved by the 
joint Committee, this particular method 
of applying pressure by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant shall not be applied. 


Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I have always understood that a writ of 
mandamus would apply to such a case. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: By this 
Amendment we seek to provide a simpler 
method. 


The Amendment was then agreed to. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
move to add, at the end of Clause 9, 
page 5, line 34, the following words— 

“Proceedings: had or taken by any such 
Committee shall be had or taken in the names 
of the said councils jointly, and proceedings 
had or taken against any such committee 
shall be had or taken against such councils 
jointly.” 

I cannot understand, as the clause stands, 
how the proposed Committee proceeds. 
It is not a corporate body, and conse- 
quently has no corporate existence. If a 
case arises in which the Committee pro- 
pose to commence an action, will it 
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proceed in the name of the members of 
the Committee, or will it proceed in the 
name of the Committee as a whole? I 
imagine it would not proceed in this way, 
because it is not a corporate body. The 
only other way for proceedings to be taken 
would be in the names of the county 
councils jointly. Take again the case of 
a Committee being sued by a contractor. 
How is he to sue the Committee? Is he 
to sue the individuals who compose the 
Committee, orisheto sue the Committee 
itself? He cannot do that, because the 
Cormmnittee is not a corporate body. It 
appears to me that this is not a logical 
and rational mode of dealing with the 
subject, and the Amendment is devised 
to meet the case. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think the Amendment necessary, though 
I have no objection to accepting it. Any 
action taken will not be the action of the 
Committee, but that of the county coun- 
cil acting through the Committee. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will accept 
the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
accept it. 


On the Question that the clause, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill, 


Mr. DILLON said : I desire to refer to 
the rapidly increasing burdens cast upon 
the ratepayers in connection with the 
charge of lunatics in Ireland. I am not 
prepared to move the rejection of the 
clause, but I thin'x, on the other hand, it 
would be a very foolish thing, and hardly 
an honest thing, if we were to leave the 
Government under the impression that 
the people of Ireland, or the Irish repre- 
sentatives, accept, without protest, the 
policy of casting on the ratepayers the 
increasing burden of the lunatic charge 
in Ireland. 


*Mr. W. E. H. LECKY (Dub- 
lin University) : In rising to move 
the Amendment which stands in my 
name my object is to give expres- 
sion to the wish shared in by a 
large number of public bodies and a great 
number of private persons in Ireland that 
the Government shall keep the control 
and management of the lunatic asylums 
ix their own hands, and not throw 
the care of this large, poor, and, unhap- 
pily increasing class of persons upon per- 
Mr. M. Healy. 
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fectly new and inexperienced bodies, 
overburdened with a great quantity 
of other work, and drawn largely 
from the same class of men as now con- 
stitute the Poor Law guardians. I do 
not think that this is a question either of 
politics, or of class, or of creed. It is 
essentially a question of simple humanity. 
It is of vital importance to this unhappy 
class that they should be under the care 
of medical officers who have devoted 


themselves exclusively to this par- 
ticular work, who have given up 
other practice for it, and who, in 
fact, are thoroughly qualified to 


perform this special class of duties. Under 
the present circumstances this is very 
fully secured. The superintendents are 
chosen by the Lord Lieutenant from the 
senior assistant medical officers of all the 
asylums in Ireland, and there is every pos- 
sible guarantee that they are thoroughly 
tfficient. In the Bill, as it stands at pre- 
sent, there is no guarantee whatever of 
that kind. They are not even required 
to have assistant medical officers, thoug 

I believe an Amendment will be accepte 

which will at least, in this respect, miti- 
gate the evil. We wish, as much as 
possible, to keep these asylums in 
the hands of the State, and in doing 
so we are following the example of 
nearly all the great democracies of 
the world. In the United States, 
and in all our Colonies, the protection 
of lunatics is more and more placed 
in the hands of State asylums, 
managed by persons who are, for the 
most part, if not exclusively, paid from 
State funds. I think we have very 
strong grounds in Ireland that this 
should be done. Poor Law guardians, as 
they at present exist, form the bodies 
most closely resembling the future county 
councils, and I venture to say there are 
very few persons who know country life 
in Ireland who will not say that the 
medical patronage of those bodies has 
been marked by more abuses, perhaps— 
and that is saying a good deal—than any 
other class of patronage in Ireland. In 
many cases medical officers are appointed 
either on the ground of religion, or on 
the ground of politics, on local grounds 
or by all kinds of jobs, and they are often 
perfectly unsuited for their positions 
One gentleman, for example, told me that 
within his own district three successive 
medical officers had died of delirium 





- 


SS =a eS... ape 


pi, a ee i ee ee || 








245 Lical Government 


tremens. They had all, I believe, been 
appointed on the ground of religion. It 
is one of the greatest grievances 
in Ireland that the poor have so 
often to be attended by such men. 
A large number of the lunatics in Ire- 
land are actually under the management 
of the poor law guardians. There 
are more than 4,0000 at present 
in the workhouses, and the last 
report. of the Inspectors of Lunacy 
—it was only one of a long series 
of such reports—has given the most 
emphatic condemnation of the manner in 
which lunatics are treated in these work- 
houses. The inspectors speak of the very 
unsatisfactory arrangements in the work- 
houses for this class, and of the unwilling- 
ness of the guardians to take any steps to 
improve their condition. They speak also 
of the fact that, in spite of the constant 
recommendations of the Local Govern- 
ment Board—and I would particularly 
dwell upon this—the attendance on 
the insane is still left in the hands of 
pauper inmates, who are ignorant, 
untrained, and inexperienced, and who do 
not pay sufficient attention to these 
unfortunate persons. They state that in 
almost all cases the recreation provided 
for the able-bodied is most unsatisfactory, 
and they give descriptions of patients 
infested with vermin, and treated by 
nurses who have had no experience what- 
ever. In one of these workhouses it will 
hardly be believed that during the whole 
of the past year the male lunatics had 
been left without anyone, not even a 
pauper inmate, to look afterthem. Now 
these are the kind of evils we are most 
anxious shall not penetrate into our 
lunatic asylums. I fully admit that it is 
impossible to deal with the subject with- 
out dealing also with the question cf 
who is to pay for these asylums. For 
my own part, I frankly confess that 1 
think these asylums ought to be an Im- 
perial charge. This is done in a large 
proportion of the most civilised countries 
of Europe. However, any Amendment 
of that kind must emanate from the 
Treasury Bench, and I am afraid it is 
only too clear that such an Amendment 
will not be accepted in that quarter. 
I am myself so convinced of the 
vital importance and necessity of the 
management of lunatic asylums being 
kept in the hands of persons more 


responsible and more experienced than 
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the county councils are likely to be 
that I should be inclined to accept 
such an amendment even if the 
financial arrangements remained as at 
present. I do not, however, believe that 
such a measure would find general 
acceptance in Ireland, but I think there 
is at least a compromise. We might 
insist that the major part, at all events, 
of the expense should come out of the 
Consolidated Fund, and only a minor 
portion out of the county revenues. At 
present it is exactly the converse of that. 
The Government pay 4s. a week for a 
pauper lunatic, but this is considerably 
less than half the total expenditure. 1 
think we might reverse the case, and say 
that the county might fairly furnish 4s. 
a week, and that the remainder ought to 
come out of the Consolidated Fund. The 
case I am urging has been brought 
forward repeatedly by grand juries in 
Ireland, by members of boards of guar- 
dians, and by asylums boards. It must 
be remembered that those whose care is 
in question are the one class in the 
community who cannot complain if their 
interests are neglected or mismanaged ; 
and, having regard to the manner in 
which boards of guardians have behaved 
in recent years, it requires some courage 
on the part of the Government to commit 
the care of lunatics to bodies similarly 
constituted. We believe that to do this 
will be an act of folly not far removed 
from an act of crime. Lunatics ought 
to be kept out of this Bill altogether, 
and a separate Bill dealing with them 
ought to be brought forward. At any 
rate, the responsibility must rest wholly 
with the Government, and therefore 1 
move to omit the clause. 


Mr. DILLON: With the financial 
considerations brought forward by the 
right honourable Gentleman I heartily 
agree, but I cannot, and he would not 
expect me to go with him in his protest 
against local control. I point, as a con- 
clusive and complete answer to the 
argument of the right honourable Gentle- 
man on the latter point, to the fact that 
while for 80 years the lunatic asylums 
in Ireland have been under the central 
Government, they had, until within recent 
years, been a scandal to humanity and 
to the whole country. How the right 
honourable Gentleman can say, in face of 
that, that there is a prospect of better 
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treatment under central control than| were 258 lunatics per 100,000 of 
under local control, is inexplicable.| the population in England. In 1889 


Feeling in Ireland is absolutely unani- 
mous against the policy of the Govern- 
ment as contained in the lunacy clauses 
of this Bill—namely, the policy of 
throwing all the costs and all the 
responsibility for an increased charge in 
respect of lunatics on to the ratepayers 
of that country. What has been the 
recent history of this question, finan- 
cially? It was only in the year 1875 
that the law was so altered as to allow 
of an Imperial contribution of 4s. a head 
being paid as a grant-in-aid towards the 
maintenance of lunatics in Ireland. The 
Government contribution in that year 
was £56,000, in 1885 it was £98,000, 
and in 1896 £130,000. It is es- 
timated that in the year 1897 it 
amounted to £143,000. It has 
increased, therefore, within those 23 
years, from £56,000 to £143,000—that 
is to say, it has nearly trebled. Although 
the number of lunatics has gone up to 
this extent, there has been a tremendous 
decrease in the population of the country. 
While there are nearly a million and a half 
less people in Ireland now than there 
were when this law came into operation, 
the Government contribution has in- 
creased from £56,000 to £143,000. The 
daily average number of lunatics resident 
in asylums in Ireland has increased from 
7,600 in 1875 to 13,700 in 1896. We 
are entitled, before we consent or approve 
of a policy which has for its object the 
throwing of the tremendous burden »f 
future increases upon the ratepayers ef 
Ireland, to inquire whether we have any 
reason to hope that this charge has 
reached its highest limit, or nearly 
reached its highest limit. When we come 
to look at the question, which is a very 
important one for the ratepayers, we 
have most abundant evidence to show 
that this tremendous increase has not 
reached its limit. The skilled gentlemen 
who formed the Departmental Committee 
of 1891 stated in their Report that— 


“The progress exhibited by the figures is 
not an upward progress at a uniform rate, 
but it may nevertheless be described as show- 
ing a steady and rapid rise, and showing no 
indication of any tendency to stop.” 


I will quote some of the figures given by 
these gentlemen in reference to lunacy, 
which. are appalling. In 1885 there 
Mr. Dillon. 





there were 260 per 100,000—an increase 
of only two. In Scotland there were, in 
i885, 233 lunatics per 100,000 of the 
population, and in 1889 that number had 
increased by 12—namely, to 245. Now 
let us turn to Ireland. In Ireland, in 
1885, there were 411 lunatics per 100,000 
of the population and in 1889 that figure 
went up to 452. That is to say, in Ire 
land there were very nearly double as 
many lunatics per 100,000 of the popula- 
tion ag there were in England and 
Scotland. Then comes a terrible passage 
in this Report. These gentlemen were 
asked to inquire and give their opinion 
as to the cause of this extraordinary 
increase. as regards Ireland, and they 
deliberately placed it on record. as their 
opinion. that the increase of lunacy in 
Ireland was due to the fact that for a 
long period of years the best elements of 
the population—young men and young 
women, between the ages of 18 and 40— 
had emigrated, leaving all the weak, 
deformed, and feeble at home. Now, 
that is a probable condition of 
things which deserves the consideration 
of the Government, and which justifies 
us. Now, that is only one aspect of the 
question, but there is another extremely 
important aspect. Since the year 1891, 
under, as I believe, the benevolent 
system of the inspectors in lunacy ap- 
pointed about that time, and the modi- 
fied laws of lunacy administration in 
Ireland, there has been an increase in 
the cost of lunatics, and an enormous 
increase in the cost of providing accom- 
modation for them, and we are still far 
from the end of this enormous cost. 
Every humane man must look forward to, 
and hope for, a further increase in the 
annual cost per head of lunatics, so that 
we have not only to look forward to the 
increase of lunatics in point of numbers, 
but also an increase in the annual cost 
of those lunatics, if they are ‘to be 
attended and treated in a proper and 
humane manner. That accounts for the 
very great increase which has taken 
place. There are a few cases which I 
should like to bring to the notice of the 
Committee, in order that I may give 
honourable Members an idea of the enor- 
mous burden. which is put upon the 
shoulders of the ratepayers by this 
demand for increased accommodation of 
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lunatics. I take as an instance the 
asylum for county Mayo, which in 1886 
had accommodation for 260 patients ; 
that number had increased in 1896 to 
485. Now. accommodation has been pro- 
vided for 490, and the increase has been 
so great that now it is not sufficient. 
Then, again, take the case of Ballinasloe 
Asylum, serving the counties of Roscom- 
mon and Galway. It was strongly repr2- 
sented that these two counties should 
be separated, so enormous was the in- 
crease, and that a separate asylum should 
be built for Roscommon. After a great 
deal of negotiation the preject had to 
be abandoned, because the expense was 
so great, and a detached block was built 
to Ballinasloe for 150 patients. In 1889 
the number had increased from 150 to 
717, and now it has 1,004 patients of 
both sexes. When the asylum at Balli- 
nasloe was built the patients were only 
150 from the two counties, and the popu- 
lation was double what it is at the pre- 
sent day. So that we find, with a vastly 
decreased population, you have had to 
make provision for 1,004. I maintain 
that in this Bill the Government has not 
made anything approaching an adequate 
provision for the charges of maintaining 
lunatics in Ireland. I may be asked why 
we raise this question upon this portion 
of the Bill. We raise it here becaus:>, 
as the right honourable Gentleman knows 
full well, we cannot move an Amend- 
ment upon the Financial Relations Com- 
mittee to increase the charges, and I 
think it is only right, before the Govern- 
ment goes to a Division, to raise it. The 
whole thing is monstrous. This par- 
ticular elause embodied in this Bill shifts 
the burden of responsibility for all. in- 
creased expense and the increase ct 
lunatics of Ireland from the shoulders of 
the Government and puts it upon the 
people of Ireland, without any oppor- 
tunity being given for the expression of 
the universal opinion of Ireland upon the 
matter. 


CoLonen SAUNDERSON : I can speak 
upon ‘this matter, I believe, of the uni- 
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versal opinion of Ireland. There is no 
question upon which the Irish people 
are absolutely united more than they are 
upon the fact that this Bill makes no 
adequate provision at all for this matter. 
If the Treasury would consent to-day to 
disburse the amount which it would take 
to build a torpedo destroyer it would— 
and I say it without hesitation—settle 
the whole question. From the richest 
nation in the world I must say I do not 
think it is too much for a poor country 
like Ireland to claim in the name of 
justice and in the name of humanity this 
consideration. The honourable Gentle 
man the Member for Mayo has drawn, to 
my mind, certainly a most terrible pic- 
ture of the Irish people. He has shown 
that while the population is decreasing 
the number of lunatics is greatly 
increasing. 


AN HONOURABLE MemBerR: Thanks to 
your landlord system. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: I cannot 
say what it may result from ; some people 
think it is whisky, some people stealing, 
and some people believe it to be 
politics, but I cannot tell. I know if 
the honourable Member for Mayo is cor- 
rect—and I have no reason to doubt his 
figures—that there is a large decrease of 
population, and a large increase in the 
number of lunatics. If this continues te 
go on the result will soon be arrived at 
when all the Irish people will be lunatic. 
But I do believe that the honourable 
Member knows perfectly well that a 
great number of these unfortunate and 
demented people are sent into asylums 
now who in former years used to be 
kept and cared for at home. It is now 
much easier to get one of these unfortu- 
nate people into an asylum to be treated 
there than it was in times gone by. I do 
not think the increase in the number of 
lunatics in the asylums of Ireland is in 
any way to be attributed to the increase 
of lunacy among the Irish people. I 
have not seen any such increase in the 
county in which 1 live, and I really 
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believe that the increase of lunatics is due 
to the cause which I have indicated 
rather than to any decrease of the mental 
powers of the people. What we ask-- 
and I think it is a very mederate request 
on our part—what we say is that the 
State ought to take over all these lunatic 
asylums. We say the State ought to 
contemplate a large increase for the 
maintenance of lunatics, for this reason: 
recent medical science shows that with 
more attention there are more cures, and 
necessarily greater attention involves 
greater expenditure. The greater the 
expense the larger proportion of cures, 
and I say that money laid out to relieve 
and benefit the most afflicted portion of 
our population is money well expended. 
I do not dare to hope that we shall soften 
the heart of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to the extent of causing him to 
pay the whole of the expense of the 
lunatic asylums of Ireland. I only wish 
we could; but I am afraid, knowing the 
cast-iron character of my right honour- 
able Friend, that we cannot. But what 
I say is, I think it would be a fair pro- 
position, I think it would be a fair thing, 
if, having regard to the financial condi- 
tion of the country at the present 
moment—the counties pay £174,000 and 
the Government pay £144,000 a year; 
that is to say, we pay proportionately 
the larger amount—it would be a fair 
thing if that order of things were reversed 
and the Government paid the larger and 
the counties paid the smaller amount, 
and let any increase be borne by the 
State. Increased expenditure for the 
lunatic asylums in Ireland is inevitable 
if they are to be conducted upon the 
principles laid down by the medical 
scientific research of the age. If you 
want to get the best results, and cure 
lunatics in the manner in which they 
should be cured, and have them attended 
as they should be properly attended, it 
must entail a far greater expense than is 
at present incurred. Therefore I say that 
should be borne by the State—besides 
which, it would be infinitely better for 
Colonel Saunderson. 
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the lunatic system if it were taken out 
cf the control of the county councils and 
given over to the State. You would then 
have a homogeneous system, embracing 
the whole of the asylums. You would 
have influence in the State for getting 
the best men, and no expense ought to 
be spared in endeavouring to secure 
the very best men as doctors for these 
asylums. And we make this request, and 
it is a very moderate one. There is no 
question which has excited so much atten- 
tion in Ireland as this. All classes have 
joined together and all creeds upon this 
question, and I think this very moderate 
demand is one which ought to com- 
mend itself to the consideration of the 
Government and the Committee. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. E. Hicks Bracn, Bris- 
tol, W.): Of course, everything that 
honourable Members do not approve of 
in this Bill is put down to the niggardli- 
ness of the Treasury. I will venture to 
trouble the House with a few observa 
tions, not because my right honourable 
Friend the Chief Secretary differs in any 
way from the view which I take, but 
because my honourable Friend who has 
just sat down has directly appealed to me. 
The question before the Committee 
seems to me to be of a double character. 
The very broad question of State 
management and payment with regard 
to lunatic asylums I would by no means 
dismiss as impossible for consideration 
in the future, but I venture to say it is 
not a matter which ought properly to be 
considered with regard to this Bill. As 
a question of principle, I do not see 
why, if lunatic asylums in Ireland are to 
be managed and paid for by the Govern- 
ment, they should not also be managed 
and paid for by the Government in 
England and Scotland. The same prin- 
ciple obviously applies to both. We 
have been told that in Ireland there is 
likely to be a very large increase of 
lunatics. I am not quite sure that the 
increase of lunacy which appears to have 
occurred in the past may not be largely 


‘explained by the very different conditions 
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under which lunatics are now dealt with, 
and that, as my honourable Friend has 
admitted, many unhappy persons in 
Ireland who were formerly left in their 
hovels are now properly treated in 
asylums. But I am afraid there is some- 
thing beyond this, and that the grant of 
4s. per head has occasionally been a 
temptation to keep persons in the 
lunatic asylums who would not have 
been kept there if the asylums had 
been conducted wholly at the cost 
of the ratepayers. My main point is 
that if throughout Great Britain and Ire- 
land the State were to manage and 
pay for the lunatic asylums, taking the 
present figures it would impose, in regard 
to Ireland, an increased burden of 
£220,000 a year on the Exchequer, and 
with regard to Great Britain an increased 
burden of something like £2,000,000. 
That is a matter which, I think, ought 
not to be lightly undertaken by Par- 
liament. The Government, during their 
tenure of office. have been very much 
blamed for what they have done to 
relieve the ratepayers at the expense of 
the Exchequer ; and now that the whole 
question of local taxation has been 
referred to a Royal Commission, to 
attempt such an enormous change 
as this would be in the incidence 
of local taxation, without a com- 
plete consideration by the Commis- 
sion of the necessities of the case, 
would be a thing which no Government 
would be justified in recommending to 
Parliament. Therefore, Mr. Lowther, 
although the proposition of my right 
honourable Friend may be a matter for 
the future, it is, I venture to suggest, 
not a matter that can be considered at 
the present moment. What then are 
we to do? The honourable Member for 
Mayo does not agree with the suggestion 
of the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for Dublin University; he en- 
tertains the belief that these asylums 
ought in the future to be under 
local popular control in Ireland, as 
they are now in Great Britain. I 
am very much disposed to share that 
view. I do not think there is any 
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real desire in Great Britain that the 
present management of lunatic asylums 
should be altered, and I can _ well 
conceive that there may be reasons 
which would make the management of 
lunatic asylums, as it is now in Great 
Britain, preferable to any general, uni- 
form, and, so to speak, cast iron system 
of Government control. That, sir, is a 
question for the future. For the present 
we can only attempt to place the manage- 
ment of lunatic asylums in Ireland on 
the same footing as they now are in 
Great Britain. 


Mr. DILLON: But my point is the 
increased cost to the ratepayers in the 
future. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: Why are we to provide for 
an increase that is problematical? In 
this Bill the Government are providing 
liberally for the present needs. We are 
providing, in addition to the amount of 
£140,000 which is at present expended, 
a sum of £35,000, a great part of which 
will be devoted to this purpose. What 
have ‘honourable Members to complain of 
inthat? Inamatter of this sort the future 
ought to take care of itself. If there 
is to be popular management of lunatic 
asylums, why is there to be no burden 
upon Irish ratepayers? Is it right, is it 
to be tolerated that there should be 
popular control, and that the funds for 
this purpose should be entirely supplied, 
or nearly all supplied, out of the Imperial 
Exchequer? I will not be responsible for 
any such proposition as that. Greater 
changes, as I have said, must wait for 
future consideration, and that is the only 
answer I can give to the proposition of 
my right honourable Friend. 


Mr. DILLON: I quite admit that if 
there is to be popular control there must 
be a certain burden on the ratepayers ; 
but what we object to is that the Govern- 
ment should take advantage of a Bill 
giving rights of popular control to the 
people to hit the ratepayers again 
through the lunatic asylums. 


Cotonse, SAUNDERSON: I am bound 
to say that I think the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer is unfair in trying to terrify 
the House of Commons by saying that if 
the Amendment of my right honourable 
Friend is agreed to it would involve: 
an expenditure of £2,000,000 a year. 
There is no doubt about it—for the census 
returns prove it—that we have in Ire- 
land but the miserable remnant of a race. 
[“No, no!”] That is the fact. Among 
the Irish in America there are a smaller 
proportion of lunatics than among any 
other race there, whilst in Ireland there 
are a larger proportion of lunatics than 
among any other nation in the world. 
The honourable and gallant Member oppo- 
site says it is a question of whisky, or 
tea, or politics. It is not that only. There 
are more deaf mutes in Ireland than in 
any other country. I do not suppose that 
the deaf mutes are affected by politics. 
Even the Orange drum cannot reach the 
ear of the deaf mute. The question arises 
whether it is fair to apply to a poor 
country—a country which is afflicted 
with a greater charge of this kind—pre- 
cisely the same rule in financial matters 
which you apply to the richer country, 
which has not been afflicted with the long 
curse of historical misfortunes which has 
fallen on Ireland. I do not know that 
between local control and central control 
there a very great difference in 
this believe there is a 
very great importance in the point 
whether we in Ireland are to have 
taken into account the fact of our pecu- 
liar affliction, and to receive some greater 
measure of financial assistance than the 
people of Great Britain. I know, of 
course, that the subject of lunacy appears 
in some ways to be amusing, but it is a 
fact that, proportionately to population, 
we have twice as many lunatics as Great 
Britain. That is a census fact. It is the 
fact that the proportion of lunatics in Ire- 
land has increased much more rapidly 
than in England or Scotland. Of course, 
it may be said that people are, owing to 
better administration, now treated as 
lunatic who before were allowed to roam 
at large, but that is the case in Scotland 
as well. The fact is that the proportion 
has been increased much more rapidly 
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in Ireland than in England or Scotland, 
or in any other country of Western 
Europe. If you look at the American 
figures, the reason becomes plain. The 
strong and vigorous part of the popula. 
tion of Ireland have been driven beyond 
the seas, and only this remnant of a race 
remains. I do trust that the House will 
give weight to the claim put forward by 
the honourable Member for Dublin Uni- 
versity, that you should take into 
account, in dealing with Ireland, the 
special circumstances which afflict her at 
the present time with this large burden. 
On this ground, though I confess 
that, as between popular control and 
State control, I prefer any sort of local 
control, for I have no great belief in the 
virtues of any central control; still, on 
the question of whether there should be 
a special financial system applied to the 
conditions of Ireland, I venture to sup- 
port the Amendment that he has moved. 


*Mr. H.C. PLUNKETT (Dublin Co., 8.) : 
At nearly all the meetings called in Ire 
land to discuss this Bill, the unanimous 
desire has been that we should support 
the honourable Member for Dublin Uni- 
versity in moving the omission of this 
clause. We are all glad whenever the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer intervenes 
in an Irish debate; as a general rule he 
figures merely as the inexorable Jorkins 
of the Chief Secretary. I think the 
right honourable Gentleman has entirely 
misunderstood the claim that we make on 
the British Treasury in this case. He has 
put it to the House that it is an unreason- 
able demand that we should ask the Trem 
sury to pay the entire cost of the main- 


tenance of lunatics in Ireland, 
while we in Ireland should have the 
right of deciding as to who should 
be classified as lunatics. That is 
a most reasonable objection. He 
Says it is quite umreasonable on 


our part that the Treasury should pro 
vide for an anticipated increase of 
lunacy, which is entirely problematical. 
I do not think anybody will contend that, 
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if the State is to control our lunatics, we 
should not have to pay anything at all 
towards their maintenance; but all that 
has been said by the honourable Member 
for the University of Dublin, and by the 
honourable and gallant Member for North 
Armagh, is that the Treasury should pay 
a larger proportion than they now do, 
and if they want to protect themselves 
let them pay so much per capita. If 
they pay, for instance, two-thirds of the 
amount, it is quite certain that the fact 
that we have to pay one-third will pre- 
vent us from artificially increasing the 
number of our lunatics. But, as between 
State control and local control, I think 
there is a great deal to be said for the 
former. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer objects, as I understand, to 
what he calls a cast-iron uniform system. 
In dealing with social and economical 
problems, it is quite true that local 
control is often necessary in order 
to keep in touch with local condi- 
tions, but in the case of the insane poor 
there is a great deal to be said for a 
thorough uniformity of system. I believe 
that the treatment of the insane is almost 
an exact science, and the more cast-iron 
and uniform your system is the better. 
I do not see how you can treat lunatics 
in one district in one way and in another 
district in another way. Consequently, I 
think that the objection to a uniform 
system in the case of the insane entirely 
disappears. As regards the increase of 
lunatics in Ireland, it is quite true it 
might be largely due to a different sys- 
tem in classification, but if the remark- 
able statement that has just been made 
to us by the honourable and _ learned 
Member for Londonderry is true, and if 
the average of lunacy among the Iris1 of 
the United States is lower than the 
average of any other nationality in that 
country, so that the Irish race, as a 
whole, are not more afflicted with lunacy 
than any other race, certainly the condi- 
tions in Ireland are very peculiar, and 
justify very exceptional treatment. 


Local Government 


Mr. E. F. VESEY KNOX (London-: 
derry): I may say that the state- 
ment I made is based on the Report of 
the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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Mr. PLUNKETT: I accept that, and 
I am quite sure it can be verified. 
Although I have met a great many insane 
Irishmen in the course of my experience, 
I may say that I have lived a great many 
years of my life in the United States, 
and, as far as I can recollect, I have 
never met a single insane Irishman 
there. I am quite sure that the census 
figures, on which the honourable and 
learned Gentleman relies, are perfectly 


accurate, and, if that be so —I 
do not want to rake up the whole 
history of the question, or to 


enlarge the scope of this debate, but I 
do think that the figures show that, 
owing to many circumstances, Ireland has 
a claim to special treatment at the hands 
of England. There is, of course, the 
larger question of financial relations 
which I do not venture to introduce as 
a little side issue in this Debate, but it 
would be idle for us to disguise the 
fact that every Irish Member in the 
House has, at the back of his mind, this 
financial question in considering this 
clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I confess I 
have great sympathy with the Amend- 
ment, but I wish to say why it is that 
I am unable to support it. I am bound 
to say, having had experience of five 
Chancellors of the Exchequer—three 
Liberal and two Tory, or, perhaps, one 
Liberal Unionist and one Tory—I have 
never had the honour of saying a single 
word in favour of the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer before, but he seems 
to me to be the only one man that I 
have known who has some idea of doing 
something in relief of the local rates. 
I first noticed it in 1884 and 1885 on the 
question of the registration of voters, 
when he led the whole Tory Party to 
sanction the proposal to put the cost of 
the registration of voters upon the local 
rates. I do go that length in his praise, 
and I do not know that I can go any 
further. Now, the right honourable 
Gentleman who has moved this Amend- 
ment has moved it upon a principle that 
commands my entire sympathy, but what 
are we on this side of the House to do? 
So far as the clause goes, it is in favour 
of giving us local control. Are we to 
vote against that? What would happen if 
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we rejected the clause? Are we to go 
back to the Irish grand juries} When 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
St. Stephen’s Green Division shakes his 
head I know there is a great deal in 
it. I agree entirely that it is rather 
shabby and mean to throw the extra cost 
of lunatics on the ratepayers of Ireland, 
but I could tolerate that if the clause 
was not otherwise obnoxious, I do not 
want to see a huge series of prisons 
erected in all the Irish counties in which 
if an unfortunate wretch goes in from 
one cause or other, I do not say what, 
he is to abandon hope directly he goes 
inside the door. I think these unhappy 
men should get something like fair treat- 
ment, and should have some hope in- 
fused into their minds; they should be 
treated as Christians, and made to feel 
that they have something in common 
with the world around them. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: May I ven- 
ture to suggest to the Committee that 
this matter, after all, would be better 
discussed when we get to Section 42 of 
the Bill? The effect of this Amend- 
ment, if carried, would not be to place 
the control of lunatic asylums in future 
under State control. If the Amendment 
were carried we should simply preserve 
the existing system. The existing sys- 
tem, whatever may be advanced against 
it, has undoubtedly a great deal to re- 
commend it. I must say I do not think 
this Amendment would improve the posi- 
tion; but, however that may be, if we 
are to have a discussion on the financial 
point, I think that should be deferred 
until Clause 42 is reached, when it can 
be properly raised. 


Mr. CLANCY: I trust that the 
appeal which has just been made to 
us by the right honourable Gertle- 
man to close this discussion is not in- 
tended as a rebuke to those who 
have taken part in the Debate, be 
cause there can be no more important 
subject than that which is raised by this 
clause. For this reason I make no 
apology for saying a few words in justi- 
fication of the vote which I intend to 
give. The right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for Dublin University 
stated that at the meetings that had 
been held in Ireland the desire had 
been expressed that the Amendment 
before the House should be carried. Now, 
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that Amendment proposes to hand over 
to the State, or, rather, to hand back, 
as the right honourable Gentleman hag 
just explained, to the existing authorities 
the management of lunatic asylums, 
What was proposed by the right 
honourable Member for Dublin Univer- 
sity was to hand back those asylums to 
the State, and also that the State should 
at the same time be called on to maintain 
them. 


*Mr. LECKY: May I say that the 
honourable Member for North Dublin is 
not quite accurate? What I wanted to 
convey was this: that the feeling of 
those meetings was that the greater part 
of the expenses should come out of the 
Consolidated Fund, and that later on, at 
any rate, the whole management of these 
institutions should be under the control 
of the State. 


Mr. CLANCY: I accept the explana- 
tion of the right honourable Gentleman, 
Taking the view I do of the financial 
relations between this couniry and Ire 
land, I cannot admit the position of the 
right honourable Gentleman, because I 
say that if the State paid twice the 
amount that they do they would not 
even then be doing bare justice between 
the two countries. If we had an Irish 
Parliament the care of lunatics would be 
placed under a_ special Government 
Department in the capital, because it is 
a very special subject, and expert treat- 
ment of a high order is required. Until 
that takes place, I confess that I should 
prefer to have local control, and I would 
not thank any British Government for 
paying the whole of the expense, because 
I believe the whole of the money is Irish 
money and not British money. The 
right honourable and learned Gentlemar 
the Member for North Tyrone had an 
Amendment on the Paper which I am 
surprised he did not move—I mean the 
Amendment proposing that the powers 
conferred on the Richmond Asylum by 
the Act of 1897 should be exercised by the 
joint committee. Last year the governors 
of the Richmond District Lunatic Asylum 
came to Parliament and, at their 
own expense, obtained a special Act 
enabling them to borrow money on more 
favourable terms than they could secure 


under the ordinary law. That, I under- 
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stand, is one of the Acts which will be 
affected by this Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That will 
not be affected by this Bill at all. 


Mr. CLANCY: I am sorry that I did 
not understand that; I am only sur- 
prised that that was not explained to 
the Committee before. 


Mr. SerseEANT HEMPHILL : The reason 
I did not think it necessary to move the 
Amendment was because of the subse 
quent Amendment that stands on the 
Paper in my name, to insert in Schedule 1 
“The Richmond Lunatic Asylums Act, 
1897.” That would have the same effect. 


*Mr. J. G. BUTCHER (York) : The ques- 
tion of the control of lunatics in Ireland 
has been considered and reported upon by 
Committees on more than one occasion. 
A Commission was appointed by the Lord 
Lieutenant in 1890, and the conclusions 
to which they unanimously arrived were 
embodied in a Report which was issued 
in 1891. The Commissioners especially 
considered this question as to the general 
control of lunatics in Ireland, and the 
great feature of their Report was that 
they proposed to establish a general’body 
have control of lunacy administration. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has ad- 
mitted that the question cannot be finally 
determined until we have had the Re- 
port of the Royal Commission appointed 
to inquire into the subject of local taxa- 
tion. This Bill proposes that, pending a 
final decision of this question, the control 
of lunacy matters should be transferred 
to these new and untried bodies in Ire- 
land. Now, what I ask the Commit- 
tee to consider is, having regard to 
the admission of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that we cannot at 
present arrive at a final result, would it 
not be better to leave matters in their 
present state until we can have some 
legislation which will be really final? If 
we adopt the proposals recommended in 
this Bill, transferring the existing powers 
of the Board of Control to the county 
councils that are to be set up, we may 
hereafter be told that it will be very 
difficult to introduce legislation on the 
subject. If, on the other hand, we leave 
matters as they at present stand, then 
I trust the Government, at no distant 
date, may be induced to bring in a Bill 
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dealing with the whole question of 
lunatics in Ireland, private lunatics as 
well as pauper lunatics, and embodying 
in it the recommendation contained in 
the Report of the Mitchell Committee, 
that a general body should be established 
having the control of lunatics. This 
would once and for all put the matter 
upon a final and satisfactory footing. 


Question put, “That Clause 9, 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 251 ; 
Noes 25.—(Division List No. 86.) 
On Clause 10, 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The Amend- 
ment I rise to move on this clause pro 
poses to preserve the existing grand jury 
procedure with respect to the making of 
a new road, or the widening of an 


as 


old one. That procedure is probably 
the simplest and most inexpensive 
that could be devised, whereas, on 
the other hand, the procedure 


proposed by the Government to be sub- 
stituted is most costly. I have never 
been able to understand why the Govern- 
ment should desire to make any change 
in the procedure which has worked fairly 
well during the last 60 years, and to 
substitute for that a Parliamentary pro- 
cedure, which will be slow and cumbrous 
and exceedingly costly. Let me point 
out this to the Committee. Under the 
Grand Jury Act of 1889, you do not 
technically acquire possession of the land 
itself, you simply acquire for the public 
an easement over the land, and if any 
person desires that the grand jury should 
construct a new road he has to serve 
notices so many days before the present- 
ment sessions on all the occupiers con- 
cerned. That is practically the only pre- 
liminary, and after that notice in the 
simplest possible form the matter is 
heard by the presentment sessions, which 
approves, or disapproves of the road. 
Then the matter comes before the grand 
jury, and they approve or disapprove. In 
this way the public authority has the 
pewer of making a road by a procedure as 
simple as can be conceived, and involv- 
ing no expense whatever. If the land- 
owner claimed that any damage had been 
done to him, all he had to do was to serve 
a notice on the chairman of the present- 
ment sessions and the chairman of the 
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grand jury, and then the traverse was 
presented for trial by a judge and jury at 
the Assizes, and the judge and jury 
assessed that damage. Let me point this 
out. Antiquated as our Irish grand jury 
system is, it contained 60 years ago the 
provision for betterment for which you in 
England are now fighting so strenuously. 
It provides that where a party alleges 
that he has suffered by having a new road 
made, the jury in assessing his damages 
may take into account whatever benefit 
the party derives from the making of the 
road. Now, that is the simplest proce- 
dure conceivable, and what do the Govern- 
ment propose to substitute for it? A 
procedure by Provisional Order, which is 
founded essentially on our Parliamen- 
tary procedure. You have first to adver- 
tise three times in the newspapers, which 
is, of course, an expensive procedure. 
Then you have to serve notices on the 
owners and occupiers. Then you have to 
petition the Local Government Board, and 
you have to prove your case under the 
Standing Orders exactly as you have 
before a Committee of Parliament. Then 
the Local Government Board in Dublin 
send down an inspector, who holds an 
inquiry, and, strange to say, when that 
inspector comes he cannot even assess the 
damage to the land. All he has to do is 
to hold an inquiry into the question 
whether the road is desirable or not. If 
the Local Government Board grant the 
Provisional Order you have to serve 
notices on all the occupiers, and again to 
advertise it at great expense, and then, in 
the ordinary course, your Provisional 
Order would have to be sanctioned by 


Parliament. Fortunately, the Govern- 
ment see the wisdom of providing 
that the Provisional Order may be 


confirmed by the Privy Council ; 
but even then that is a most costly 
process, because the parties have to 
go to Dublin, they have to have a 
hearing before the Privy Council there, 
and the Privy Council simply decides the 
mere issue whether or not it is desirable 
that the road should be made. That is 
only the preliminary stage, because when 
they approve it you then have to take 
proceedings under the Lands Clauses Act 
to acquire the land. You have to serve 
fresh notices, and lodge a petition to the 
Local Government Board, and an arbitra- 
tor is sent down from Dublin who pro- 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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ceeds to assess the value of the land. All 
this means enormous expense to the 
locality. I have known it to cost £50 
for the inspector alone. The inspector 
generally makes a personal visit to the 
lend, and, speaking generally, the pro- 
cedure is as costly as can be. Now, why 
should the Government desire to substi- 
tute this cumbrous, difficult, and costly 
proceeding for the existing simple pro- 
cedure by traverse? I have ran- 
sacked the Grand Jury Act in vain to 
discover any reason why the existing pro- 
cedure should be changed. It may be 
said that under the procedure by traverse 
the road cannot be made until the holding 
of the Assize ; that is to say, you can only 
do it twice a year. Well, surely that is 
quite often enough. Slow as it is, it is not 
so slow as this procedure will be, and it is 
infinitely less costly. I beg to move the 
Amendment standing in my name. 


Amendment proposed, 


“Tn Clause 10, page 5, line 36, after the 
word ‘ duties,’ to insert the words, ‘ other than 
the making of a new road or the widening of 
an old road.’”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Mr. KNOX: I trust the right honour- 
able Gentleman will accept this Amend- 
ment. I can see no reason for changing 
the practice which has worked well for so 
many years. It is even older than my 
honourable Friend said. I believe the 
practice dates back to an Act passed by 
the Irish Parliament last century. It is 
principally due to this procedure that we 
have any roads in Treland at all. We 
have references to it in Arthur Young’s 
“Travels in Ireland.” The subject is 
certainly too important to be discussed in 
the few minutes now remaining, and I 
beg to move, Sir, that you report Progress. 


Motion made, and Question— 


“That the Chairman do report Progress and 
ask leave to sit again”— 


put and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
to-morrow. 


House adjourned at 12.5. 
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COMMONS. 
May 1898. 


HOUSE OF 
Wednesday, 4th 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Twelve of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


EDINBURGH AND LEITH CORPORA- 
TIONS GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


RHONDDA AND SWANSEA BAY 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Read second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


ALIENS BILL. 
From Girvan, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 


For weekly payment: From Newhaven 
and Hertford ; to lie upon the Table. 


COURT OF SESSION ACT, 1868. 
From Greenock, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Against: From Norwood and Putney ; 
tu lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Glas- 
gow (2), Sunderland, Southport, and 
Greenock ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


In favour: From Edinburgh, Glasgow, 
Camelon, Kilmarnock, Portessie, Lesma- 
hagow, Dunbar, and Denny ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


From Southport, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


From Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


In favour : From Largenby and 
Cheadle ; to lie upon the Table. 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAN))) 
ILL. 

From Paisley, against ; to lie upon the 

Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA. 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

From Royal, Parliamentary, and 

Police Burghs of Scotland, against; to 

lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Lochgelly, Scottish 
Trade Protection Society, and Greenock ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


In favour: From Scottish Trade Protec- 
tion Society and Greenock ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 


In favour: From Kincardine, Dundee, 
Darwen, Edinburgh (3), North Berwick, 
Langside, Airdrie, Thane, Camelon, Janet 
Pollock and others, North Ayrshire, 
Stevenson, Wellington, Leek, Angus, 
Westminster, Portmoak, Kinross, Por- 
tessie, Meigle, Glasgow, and Greenock ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 


(IRELAND) BILL. 

In favour: From Magherafelt (3), 
Monaghan, Ballygoney, Belfast, South- 
ampton, Strabane, Randalstown, Clagan, 
Newtownstewart, Bannside, York, Dro- 
more, East Peckham, Ballygrainey, 
Bangor, Liverpool, Millisle, Hereford- 
shire, and B. G. Gumbleton and another ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
In favour: From Preston (7), Brixton, 7 ae S Os 
St. Austell, Mount Charles, Castle Cary,} poturn presented, relative thereto 


Steep, Grenoside, Cefn Mawr, Groes, Cefn, 
Penycae, Darlington, Hurst, Gloucester, 
Blackburn, Pendlebury, Manchester, 
Cinderford, Coleford, Glossop, Hastings, 
St. Leonards, Bristol, Chesterfield, Salter- 
gate, Brimington, Newsham, Widdring- 
ton, Walmer, Amberley, Bedminster, 
Collingbourne, Kingston, Shrewsbury (4), 
Nottingham, Petersfield, Southampton, 
York, Kidderminster (2), Shepherd’s 
Bush, Bere Alstone, Lower Sheringham, 
Huddersfield, Yardley, Leytonstone, Roch- 


dale, Maidstone, Bradford (2), New 
Whittington, Eckington, Howgrave, 


Walker, Throckley, Southport (2), War- 
wick, Southampton, Lostock Hall, Car- 
Isle (4), St. Mary Church, Swansea, 
Gosforth, Wrington, Wells, Cockfield (3), 
Witham, Creok, Shildon, Gainford, 
Spennymoor, Tow Law (3), Nosterfield, 
Low Moor, Colne (2), Clitheroe (2), Par- 
tick, Brierfield, Hythe, Castleford, Shef- 
field (3), Looe, North Camberwell, Eglin- 
ton, Fearby, Ilton, Well, Folkestone, 
Brighton, Cambridgeshire, Redcar (2), 
Brotton, Ferryden (2), Munstone, Ewias 
Harrold, Sunniside, Staindrop, Stucknall 
Hill, New Church, Salford, Cowarne 
Court, Hereford (2), Withington, Ken- 
chester, Fauldhouse, Feniscliffe, Elling- 
string, Great Harwood, Tudhoe, Chelsea, 
Wyke, Llanidloes, Watton, Browney, 
Bolton, New Brancepeth, Brownlow Fold, 
Rotherham (2), Idless, Truro, Helston, 
Godshill (2), Monkhill, Thetford, and 
Great Grimsby ; to lie upon the Table. 


SHOP BILLS. 


From Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL. 


From Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 


From Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table. 





[ordered 25th April; Sir John Gorst| ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No. 192.] 


ARUNDEL PORT. 


Copy of Annual Report and General 
Account of the Commissioners of Arundel 
Port for period from 25th March, 1897, 
to 25th March, 1898 [by Act]. 

Laid upon the Table by the Clerk of 


the House. 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Fourth Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. Bill to be read the third time. 


EDINBURGH MERCHANT COMPANY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY 


BILL. [H.L.] 

Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table ; Bill to be read the 
third time. 


SAINT MATTHEW, BETHNAL GREEN, 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Bill to be read the third time. 
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UPPER ASSAM TEA COMPANY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table; Bill to be read 
the third time. 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
RUSSIAN SHIPBUILDING, 

*Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I desire to state, with 
reference to my answer yesterday to the 
Question of the honourable Member for 
the Ecclesall Division of Sheffield as to 
Russian shipbuilding to the effect that— 
“the Russians propose one, or at the most, two 
battleships, according to the last precise infor- 
mation 1 have received, but since that there 
might be more,” 
that on returning to the Admiralty I 
found a dispatch had arrived which gave 
scme apparently well authenticated, 
though not official, information on Rus- 
sian shipbuilding, and stated that the 
number of new battleships to be laid 
down in Russia in 1898 was three. I 
gave the communication to the House 
yesterday, and I thought it right to com- 
municate the correction to the House 
to-day. 

BOMBARDMENT OF MANILA. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
the right honourable Gentleman state 
what is the position in Manila this 
morning? 

*Tue FIRST LORD or rue AD- 
MIRALTY : In answer to the honourable 
Member, I may say that we have no 
telegrams at all from Manila: the 
cable has been cut, so that none are 
likely to arrive except through commumni- 
cation with Hong-kong. I will repeat to 
the House what I said yesterday, that 
H.M.S. Zinnet ought to be on the spot, 
and that another ship should be sent there 
to protect British interests. 





ORDER OF THE DAY. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 

[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
vith), CHarRMAN oF Ways AND MEAaNs, 
in the Chair.] 

(In the Committee.) 
Ciause 10. 
Amendment again proposed— 
“Page 5, line 36, after the word ‘ duties’ to 
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insert the words ‘other than the making of a 
new road, or the widening of an old road.’”— 
(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether he has any objection to 
the procedure suggested in the Amend- 
ment being adopted, instead of that pro- 
vided by the Bill? 


*Tugs ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. J. Arxinson, Londonderry, 
N.) said the Government could not 
accept the Amendment moved by the 
honourable Member for Cork. It was 
true that the procedure of the grand 
juries with reference to the making of 
roads was cheap and expeditious, but it 
might be used ag a means of causing 
very great injustice. He did not mean, of 
course, to say that that power in the 
past had been abused. Under this Bill 
the county councils in Ireland would be 
provided with machinery which was 
much cheaper, and was based upon much 
larger powers than were enjoyed by the 
county councils in England. In England 
and Scotland, if county councils wanted 
to make roads or to acquire land, they 
could only proceed by Provisional Order, 
which required to be confirmed by Par 
liament. Under the practice set up by 
this Bill county councils would no doubt 
proceed by Provisional Order, but it was 
not an Order which required confirmation 
by Parliament at all. The method would 
be identical with that applicable to the 
acquisition of land for the purposes of 
erecting labourers’ cottages. It was not 
contemplated that there would be any 
difficulty or undue expense. He did not 
think that the best friends of the county 
councils could desire to place in their 
hands almost unlimited powers of ac- 
quiring land. 


Mr. J. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I think 
there is one clause where the Bill will 
render matters worse than they are at 
present. At the present time the process 
in connection with the making of roads 
is cheap and inexpensive. Under the 
procedure set out by this Bill it will be 
a very expensive process, for where, under 
the old methods we could get a road for 
£5 law costs, it will cost £50 under the 
methods set up by this Bill. The right 


honourable Gentleman has said that he 
has only followed the procedure of the 


N 
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Labourers Act. Anybody with experi- 
ence in Ireland knows that one of the 
difiiculties in working the Labourers Act 
was the excessive expenditure caused by 
this very procedure. The effect of the 
Labourers Act shows that if the law is 
tc be administered with regard to the 
making of new roads, as it is 
administered with regard to the build- 
ing of labourers’ cottages under the 
Labourers Act, it will be a very long 
time before the districts which most 
require new roads, or require the widen- 
ing of existing roads, get any relief from 
the grievances which they have at pre- 
sent. You may ride for 100 miles in 
Ireland, and you will find that the good 
roads are in sparsely inhabited districts, 
and generally lead to the estates of the 
landlords, whereas people who live in the 
poorest and most thickly-populated dis- 
tricts have to put up with bad roads. I 
think, therefore, that if any relief is 
given this is one of the cases where we 
should press for it. Under the circum- 
stances, I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will see his way to leave the 
law in no worse position than it was 
before this Bill was set up. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. J. J. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I 
beg to propose, as a further Amendment, 
to add to page 6, line 6— 

“A county council, with the assent of the 
Local Government Board, may sell, transfer, 
or alienate any lands, buildings, or easements 
for the time being vested in them.” 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I do not think the 
Amendment will be necessary if the 
honourable Member will look at the Order 
in Council. 

*Mr. SHEE: I have seen the Order in 
Council, and it does not refer to case- 
ments. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: We are prepared to 
make it clear, if necessary, to cover the 
case of easements. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Mr. J. L. CAREW (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to move as an Amendment 
to page 6, line 6, to add at end— 


“A county council may, for the purpose of 
improving any property belonging to them, 
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whether acquired under this section or other 
wise, or erecting any buildings thereon, borrow 
at interest such sum, or sums of money, on the 
security of such of their rates and revenues ag 
the Local Government Board may sanction, 
provided that all sums so borrowed shall be 
repaid within such period and in such manner, 
whether by means of instalments, sinking 
fund, or otherwise, as the Local Government 
Board shall prescribe.” 


I am aware that the voluntary provisions 
of the English Loeal Government Bill 
will be omitted in this Act, but under 
that Act the power of borrowing is 
limited to 30 years, whereas some of the 
Corporations in Ireland can borrow for a 
much longer period. At the present 
moment I believe the Corporation of 
Dublin has borrowed for a term of 55 
years, and the object of my Amendment 
is to safeguard the rights of the Dublin 
Corporation in this respect, and also to 
save other similarly situated municipal 
bodies in Ireland. Then there is the 
further question of borrowing money for 
the purpose of improving property. The 
original section of the Bill, as drafted, 
only confers powers on county councils 
to acquire land, but not to improve land 
already in their possession. It would be 
desirable, in my opinion, that this power 
should be given to the local bodies. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I think the powers 
already given by the Bill are sufficient, 
and that the Amendment is unnecessary. 


Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): There 
is one point in connection with this 
Amendment which. I think is of great 
importance. I understand that the Eng- 
lish county councils have to repay their 
loans within a very limited number of 
years. I think it is desirable that the 
Irish county councils should be allowed 
to repay their loans over a longer period. 
I do not see why we should stick to a 
hard-and-fast rule, but there is no doubt 
whatever that, if the Amendment is 
carried, it will enable the Irish county 
councils to borrow money on more 
favourable terms than the English county 
councils. 


Tre CHIEF SECRETARY to THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GreraLtp W. Batrovur, Leeds, Central): I 
do not think it is possible for me to give 
my consent to any Amendment which ex- 
tends borrowing powers to Irish county 





Mr. Tully. 
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councils beyond the borrowing powers 
allowed to English county councils. 


Mr. J. J. CLANCY (Dublin County, 
N.): Perhaps I may be permitted to 
point out to the right honourable Gentle- 
man that the Amendment was sug- 
gested by the Dublin Corporation. They 
have not the power to borrow money 
for the purpose of improving any pro- 
perty. In my own constituency there 
are a number of cottages which the 
Corporation are anxious to take down 
and rebuild. They have not the power 
to do that at present, but this Amend- 
ment will give them that power. Is it 
reasonable, or is it not, to give such a 
body power to borrow money to take 
down old and dilapidated cottages? 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): The 
Chief Secretary has given as_ his 
reason for opposing the Amendment that 
English county councils can only borrow 
money for 30 years, and that, therefore, 
the same rule should be applicable to 
the Irish county councils. Now, Mr. 
Lowther, that would be a perfectly good 
argument if the arrangement under the 
Bill of 1888 had been found satisfactory 
in England. But that certainly is not 
the case. It is a fact that county coun- 
cils in England very strongly object to 
the time limit of 30 years. I venture to 
say that it is a decided hardship in 
England, and would be an equal hardship 
in Ireland, when a large building, such as 
a lunatic asylum, has to be built at the 
expense of existing ratepayers. To quote 
the experience in my own county, we 
have had to borrow the enormous sum 
of £150,000 to build a new lunatic 
asylum. It is very unfair that the whole 
of that large sum has to be paid 
in the course of 30 years. A large and 
substantial building of that description 
would probably last for 100 years. Why 
should existing ratepayers pay for their 
successors? The loan should be spread 
over a larger number of years, so that 
those who only derive part of the advan- 
tage shall not have to pay part of 
the expense. I hope the honourable 
Gentleman behind me will persist in his 
Amendment, because it is not only an 
Irish question, but an English question. 
We shall be told afterwards, when we 
in England seek an extension of borrow- 
ing powers, “That the question already 


{4 May 1898} 








(Ireland) Bill. 


was decided as regards Ireland; every- 
body was perfectly satisfied, and English 
Members had no objection to it.” I, 
therefore, think we ought to give Irish 
county councils the power to borrow for 
a longer time in the case of large and 
substantial buildings. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Each case 
of this sort ought to be decided on its 
merits. I strongly object to having an 
Irish Bill made a lever with which te 
change the provisions of an English Bill. 
Our general object, of course, is to assimi- 
late the law as much as possible between 
Ireland on the one side. and England and 
Scotland on the other. In the interests 
of future ratepayers—in the interests of 
posterity—I cannot consent to extend 
to Ireland borrowing powers beyond 
those given to England. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): It 
seems to me that the right honourable 
Gentleman’s argument was a little mixed. 
One moment we are told that we are 
making this a lever for altering the law 
in England, another moment we are told 
that the law in England is to be a lever 
for constructing the law in Ireland, 
and another moment we are told that the 
question ought to be considered on its 
merits. I submit that, if English law 
is to be taken as a binding precedent, 
the case will not be dealt with on its 


merits. I prefer to improve upon Eng- 
lish law rather than to follow its 
mistakes. It is exceedingly hard and 


unjust, in my humble opinion, to fix so 
narrow a limit—I am taking the ques- 
tion now on its merits—for the repay- 
ment of loans effected for the purchase 
of land, or for important buildings, which 
will probably last a century without 
alteration. Some loans, no doubt, 
ought to be repaid within 30 years, but 
there are other loans employed for such 
purposes. which should be spread over 
50 or 60 years. It is very hard upon 
the existing generation that they should 
have to repay the whole of some loans. 
I submit that this matter may be very 
fairly treated on its merits. We have 
the opportunity of doing for Ireland the 
justice which we have not done for 
England. For my part I hope we shall 
do it for Ireland, whatever the conse- 
quences may be in England. I therefore 
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hope the Chief Secretary will allow this 
Amendment, giving the power to the 
Local Government Board to determine 
what the limit of years shall be in each 
case according to the nature of the pur- 
chases of land made or buildings erected 
by the loan, and that after it has been 
given to Ireland. it will be given to 
England. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): I hope the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary will yield to 
this Amendment. I think this is a case 
in which the Committee need not be very 
jealous of the rights and privileges of 
postevity. This question of borrowing 
money must necessarily develop in 
different parts of the Empire according 
to the circumstances of those different 
parts. Though it may be possible in 
England to borrow money with facility 
which has to be repaid within 30 years, 
it may be more difficult in Ireland to 
carry out that arrangement. The Cor- 
poration of Dublin, as has already been 
observed by one of the honourable 
Members. who has spoken, are very 
much interested in this question, because 
they have a great deal of property 
which is at present in a dilapidated con- 
dition, and they are unable to do any- 
thing in the way of improving it for the 
want of the powers set forth by the 
Amendment. No reason has been given 
by my right honourable and learned 
Friend the Attorney General for Ireland 
why this power should not be given to 
the Corporation except that cast-iron 
reason, that in the English Act passed 
sO many years ago, the limit fixed was 
30 years. I am very glad that some 
honourable Members representing Eng- 
lish constituencies have intervened and 
come to the help of Ireland on this 
occasion. I trust that the right honour- 
able Gentleman will accept the Amend- 
ment. He will have observed that we 
have it on the authority of Members 
of English constituencies that the term 
prescribed for the repayment of loans has 
proved inadequate even in a rich country 
like this. 


Sm THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, S.) : 
Later on I intend to propose an 
Amendment that the powers of boards 
of guardians for borrowing shall be 


Mr. Gedae, 
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extended from 30 to 60 years. I cannot 
see why county councils should not 


have the same privilege. I cannot see 
that, because English county councils 
have not extended powers, the 
House of Commons, when passing a 
Bill amending the law with regard to 


Irish local government, should not 
grant them to Irish county councils, 
The county which I represent has 


expended an enormous sum of money 
in building a new asylum. We have 
had to spend £150,000; a poor agricul- 
tural constituency like that cannot pro- 
perly afford this heavy charge. They 
naturally want to cut the expense down 
to the lowest possible sum. What does 
this mean? It means that the cheapest 
possible building will be put up. If, 
however, the expense were allowed to 
extend over 60 years instead of 30, it is 
natural that the ratepayers would be 
willing to spend rather more money to 
get better buildings than they can do 
now. I would certainly urge the 
Government to take advantage of the 
present Dill to extend the term to ¢) 
years. 

Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, E.): 
There are three points to be considered in 
connection with this question: first, the 
purpose for which the money may be 
borrowed ; second, the material by which 
it may be repaid; and third, the period 
for which it may be retained. The 
Amendment, I think, ought to be heartily 
welcomed, because I can see no reason 
for denying to the Corporation of Dublin 
or to any county counci]. the right to 
put buildings into repair. If the Amend- 
ment is necessary for that purpose, it ix 
clear that it ought to be supported. With 
regard to the question of the time within 
which the money must be repaid, the 
period of 30 years is provided in the 
draft Order in accordance with the 
English Act. But what is the position 
of the Chief Secretary? The right 
honourable Gentleman has changed once 
more, and now says that the English 
law as regards borrowing is to be for 
Ireland. the laws of the Medes and 
Persians. No matter what the merits of 
& question are, it must not be discussed 
on its merits, and the Chief Secretary 
says that what is the law in England 
must be the law in Ireland, and _ he 
refuses to recognise any change. But 
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that is not the principle upon which the 
right honourable Gentleman has been 
proceeding throughout. Only yesterday, 
when I endeavoured to assimilate the law 
of Ireland to the law of England, I was 
told that the circumstances of the two 
countries were quite different, and that, 
therefore, the Government had seen fit 
to change and depart from the law in 
England. If that be a good enough 
argument in the case of malicious injuries, 
and other matters which were discussed 
recently, it is a good enough argument 
in the present instance ; and if the law 
in England, after an experience of 10 
years, has been found to work harshly 
and oppressively, is not that a good 
argument for altering the law in Ireland! 
In my opinion it is a foolish argument 
that, because a certain system of borrow- 
ing has been found suitable in a rich 
country like Great Britain, therefore it 
must be applied to a poor country like 
Ireland. The proposition is ridiculous, 
and only requires to be stated in order to 
refute itself. It is an illustration of the 
difficulties that will arise that the Govern- 
ment should have dealt with this 
question of the powers of borrowing, not 
by the simple process of putting in the 
Bill a clause which would be open to 
amendment, but by a draft Order to 
which we can move no Amendment. That 
is an extremely inconvenient manner of 
dealing with an important point. When 
the Bill was at the Second Reading stage 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary said the Government 
had taken every precaution to secure 
that nothing of a contentious nature was 
placed on draft Orders; but can any 
honourable Member say that a question 
like this, of the period in which a loan 
is to be repaid, is strictly non-conten- 
tious? The whole question of the powers 
of borrowing to be conferred on county 
councils is contentious, and, therefore, the 
Chief Secretary would have been better 
advised not to have relegated it to a 
draft Order, but to have put it fairly and 
honestly in the Bill. Anyone, to hear 
the right honourable Gentleman speak, 
would suppose that in the case of this 
draft Order Ireland had exactly the same 
law as England, but, so far as my memory 
serves me, that is not the case. The 
Chief Secretary has taken a clause out 
of the English Act, and dropped one or 
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two sub-sections. I do not quarrel with 
that procedure, because I think the sub- 
sections were not very applicable. One 
was a power to borrow for the purpose of 
emigration. We do not want a power 
for that purpose, but possibly a power 
to borrow for the purpose of migration 
might be inserted in its place. The 
Government profess that they are bound 
to follow, with regard to this question 
of borrowing, the exact precedent of the 
English Act, but that is an absurd con- 
tention; they have not followed the 
English Act, they have cut and carved 
it according to their own free will. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tat TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
In copying the provisions of the English 
Act we, of course, were not fighting for 
any party or any class whatever ; but for 
the interests, in theory at all events, and 
for the advantage of the ratepayers of 
the future. And I do not admit that 
the relative poverty of Ireland ought 
to be taken into account in this matter. 
On the contrary, I should say that the 
poorer a district is, whether a whole 
county or a particular area, the more 
careful should we be not to throw upon 
posterity a burden which is found difficult 
for the present generation to bear. But 
it is perfectly true that the House of 
Commons has sanctioned already in other 
Acts an extension of the term of borrow- 
ing to boards of guardians in England, 
and, I think, to district councils, subject, 
of course, to the absolute control of the 
English Local Government Board. I 
would, therefore, suggest that this ques- 
tion should be deferred to Report. The 
Government will carefully consider it, 
and, if they come to the conclusion that 
a relaxation in the English and Scottish 
Acts would be desirable, we shall be pre- 
pared, without waiting for that, to intro- 
duce the change proposed in this Amend- 
ment. But you must allow us time to 
consider the general bearings of the 
case. I think it will be felt that the 
course I propose is not unreasonable. 


Mr. J. J. CLANCY: I wish to direct 
attention to the case of the Corporation 
of Dublin. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The rights of the Dublin 
affected by 


Corporation are not 
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this proposal; whatever rights the 


Corporation have got they retain. 


Mr. CLANCY: The Corporation of 
Dublin at present have what is called a 
Borough Fund to draw upon for the im- 
provement of their estate. This fund 
is derived, not from rates, but from the 
revenue of the city. It has always been 
regarded as a matter of doubt by the 
Corporation whether they could expend 
any of that money in the improvement of 
their estate. Butsome part of it has been 
expended in that way, and the demands 
upon the Borough Fund are so large 
that it is impossible for the Corporation 
to undertake improvements on either the 
county or city estates. They have an 
estate in the city bringing in a revenue 
of £20,000 a year, and an outside estate 
bringing in £6,000. On both estates, but 
particularly on the outside portion, there 
is a large number of dilapidated 
houses and cottages. Constant com- 
plaints are made about them and they 
are described as a reproach to the Cor- 
poration. This is not a question of the time 
within which the loan is to be repaid ; 
the question is whether the Corporation 
have power to expend the money upon 
these improvements. The Corporation 
does not ask an extension of time for 
repayment. The Amendment of the right 
honourable Gentleman leaves it abso- 
lutely in the power of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to fix not only the interest, 
but the security and the manner and 
time of repayment, and the Board is to 
have the final word in all these matters. 
The question is whether the Corporation 
can expend the Borough Fund upon this 
work. I would suggest that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary should reconsider the matter, and, 
seeing that a specially strong case has 
been made out for the Corporation of 


Dublin, that he should give it his 
attention. 
*Mr. ATKINSON: The _ honourable 


Member has raised an altogether different 
question from that raised on the Amend- 
ment. The honourable Member is dis- 
cussing the question whether it 
desirable that the Corporation of Dublin 
should be empowered to expend part of 
the Borough Fund on the repairs of cer- 
tain Corporation property. 

The First Lord of the Treasury. 


is 
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Mr. CLANCY: Certainly. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: That is not the 
question before the Committee. The 
Amendment is whether the Corporation 
can expend the Borough Fund upon this 
work. 


Mr. CLANCY: May I say that it has 
always been a matter of doubt whether 
the Corporation can expend a single 
penny for this purpose and that the 
demands on the fund are now so large 
that they cannot expend it? It is a 
mere matter of words. They have no 
money, and they must borrow. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: If the Corporation 
of Dublin are not prepared to apply 
their Borough Fund to repairing their 
property, then the proper course is for 
them to get powers of borrowing. 
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Mr. CLANCY: That is exactly what 
they want. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: That is a different 
thing from authorising them to borrow 
money repayable within 50 years for the 
purpose of repairing property. 

Mr. CLANCY: The law fixes the time 


and manner of repayment. 


Amendment withdrawn. 

On the Question that Clause 10 stand 
part of the Bill, 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right honour- 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
made a very important statement in re- 


able 


ference to the question of taking land. 
He suggested that the 
posed to be set up, while apparently 


tribunal pro- 


giving the right of a more extended 
power to take land, in reality de 
stroys the most ancient right which 


has existed in Ireland, and which has 
aroused the admiration of travellers. The 
Privy Council is a very unsuitable body to 
deal with questions regarding the taking 
of lands for roads. It is besides a very 
expensive body, and I would suggest for 
the consideration of the Chief Secretary 
two things—either that this matter should 
be confined to the judges of the Privy 
Council, who will not be open to any 
illegitimate form of pressure, or that it 
should go to the judges of assize. It is 
contended that this is a beneficent 
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clause. It is nothing of the kind; on 
the contrary, I regard it as one to which 
the strongest objection might be urged. 
It seems to me that the Government are 
“worsening” the law; making it in Ire- 
land worse than it is in England. They 
are giving these powers to a body of a 
most unsuitable character. The Privy 
Council is a most unsuitable tribunal for 
any purpose of this sort. I regard this 
question of roads as one of the most 
important ; but, as we goon step by step, 
we find these new bodies being swathed 
and bound in coils of restrictions, like 
the Davenport Brothers, by the legal 
artifices of the right honourable Gentle- 
man—artifices which are not apparent to 
the reneral intelligence of the Committee, 
because they are obscured by a system 
of repeals. I think the Government 
might give a pledge to consider before 
Report the character of the tribunal 
with regard to roads. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The 


honourable Member for North Louth 
has compared the county councils 
“swathed and bound in coils’ of 


restrictions ” to the Davenport 
Brothers ;. but the peculiarity of the 
Davenport Brothers was that they were 
not in the least embarrassed by their 
bandages. The honourable Member is, 
I think, exaggerating the difficulties in 
connection with the county councils. The 
restrictions placed upon the Irish county 
councils in this respect are actually less 
than the restrictions which are placed 
upon the county councils for the purpose 
of roadmaking either in England or Scot- 
land. We have substituted the Irish 
Privy Council for Parliament because we 
thought the proposal would be more 
acceptable to the people of Ireland than 
procedure by Provisional Order. I have 
not heard anything which has led me tu 
think that we were not right in taking 
that view. The substitution of the judges 
of assize for the Privy Council would 
be to adopt an entirely new procedure, 
and one to which I am not prepared to 
accede. With regard to the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, I believe 
there is no such body in law. I might 
be desirable, if there should be such a 
body, to refer this question to it, but 
we should have to create a Judicial Com- 
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mittee of the Privy Council for the first 
time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is there not 
some provision for the judicial members 
of the Privy Council sitting alone? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
not. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think there is. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


changes which the honourable Members 
desire us to introduce in addition to those 
we wish to introduce in Irish procedure, 
as compared with English procedure, 
would involve very considerable changes 
in the law, and those changes I am not 
prepared to adopt. 


Mr. TULLY: I wish to know whether 
under this section power will be given 
to county councils to lease or purchase 
land for the purpose of recreation. In 
England there is hardly a village or town 
without a common which the youth of 
the place can use as a recreation ground, 
and a great deal of the sadness of rural 
life in Ireland is due to the fact that 
there are no commons in the villages. 
The land that did exist in the days of 
our fathers has been grabbed by the 
landlords. Something might be struck 
out of official salaries, and the money 
applied to providing the youth of Ire- 
land with commons such as are the 
privilege of English youths. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City) : 
I lament the conclusion at which the 
Government has arrived in regard to this 
question of roads, because it will really 
in many cases render the making of 
roads impossible. At the present time 
the law costs involved in constructing 
a small road are amply covered by a five- 


pound note ; but when this Bill is passed 


I challenge any county council to make 
the smallest road at an expense of even 
£50. I say that after considerable ex- 


perience of procedure by Provisional 
Order, and I say that county solicitors 
are the only persons provided for in this 
Bill. I congratulate the county solicitors 
particularly upon this clause. When you 
substitute for the British Parliament the 
Irish Privy Council, every farmer or land- 
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owner will harass the board of guardians 
by appeals, with the result that the cost 
of the working of these Acts will be 
enormously increased. There is also this 
further fact that, when a bond fide case 
is made out before a Committee of this 
House the costs never go against the 


body bringing the case ; but it is the rule, 


of the Irish Privy Council, when they 
refuse the application of a board of 
guardians, to make the unfortunate 
board, which simply did its duty, 
pay costs in favour of the opposition. 
Therefore we may now look forward 
to every proposal by an Irish county 
council to make a road being fought out 
before the Irish Privy Council at enor- 
mous cost, and with the liability of 
having the costs against the council if 
defeated. That is a most lamentable 
state of things to contemplate. I do not 
know whether it is possible to get this 
matter reconsidered ; but there are two 
points to which I would specially invite the 
attention of the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary. I do not 
know whether the Government intended 
their proposals to have the particular 
effect to which I shall refer. Under this 
clause, incorporating Provisional Order 
procedure, a county council can only pro- 
ceed to make new roads once a year. Is 
that the intention of the Government? 
That is the effect at any rate, and notice 
must be published in the month of 
November, in accordance with section 
203 of the Public Health Act. That 
particular procedure is modified by a 
special enactment in the case of the 
Labourers Act, allowing boards of guar- 
dians to proceed at any time of the year. 
We must claim from the Government a 
similar latitude for county councils in 
this matter. I suppose we must submit 
to the substitution of the Privy Council 
for Parliamentary control, but there are 
cases in which it would be most desirable 
to substitute the Privy Council for Par- 
liamentary control; I refer to cases in 
which section 203 of the Public Health 
Act is to be applied. 

*Mr. SHEE: I desire to press upon 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary the desirability of 
considering the suggestion of the 
honourable Member for North Louth. 
Under this section as it stands 
the Government takes away from the 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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county councils ome of the privileges 
which the grand jury now possesses. For 
a judge of assize to get authority to 
review the action of the county council 
in connection with the acquisition of land 
for the purpose of making or widening 
a road is no new procedure, as the Chief 
Secretary seems, from his reply to the 
honourable Member for North Louth, 
to suppose. The right honourable Gen- 
tleman must have made that statement 
under a misapprehension, because that 
is the law as it now is. The judge of 
assize is the final authority on this ques- 
tion of taking land for making new roads. 
The presentment assizes have first to 
consider the question, and it is not 
so very easy a matter, as the Attorney 
General led the Committee to think, to 
get a new road made. First of all, notices 
have to be served, a map has to be pre 
pared, the question has to come before 
the presentment assizes; then it is ad- 
journed to another presentment assize, 
and finally it comes before the judge 
of assize. There are a number of safe 
guards, but I think that the safeguard 
of the matter having to come before the 
judge of assize ought to be sufficient to 
prevent injustice. Any of the going judges 
of assize in Ireland is as likely to do jus- 
tice between man and man as the Privy 
Council—I say as likely; and that is 
not saying very much. I maintain that 
the Government should consider the sug- 
gestion of the honourable Member for 
North Louth. that the power at present 
possessed by judges of assize in Ireland 
should be still kept in their hands; at 
any rate, they ought to leave the matter 
alone for the present, instead of deciding 
it now, as the Debate has cleared the 
air, and enables themto revise their 
proposal. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: 
Member has referred to the Grand 
Jury Acts, and he seems to be 
under the impression that the judge 
of assize has an _ absolute  protec- 
tion against any abuse of these 
powers. The judge of assize, however, 
has no power whatever in the matter. If 
the presentment is right upon the face 
of it, and legal, the judge of assize has 
no course open to him but to issue his 
fiat. It is perfectly competent for any 
ratepayer, or for the owner, to traverse 
it. on the ground that the road is useless. 
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That is not decided by the judge, but by] regard to this matter, and I will deal with 


the jury, which the judge is bound to 
empannel for the purpose of the action, 
and the jury is instructed, of course, by 
the judge. There is no power beyond 
this in any person to review the action 
either of the grand jury or the present- 
ment sessions. Now, the honourable 
Member for Cork asked why it was that 
we had to go to Parliament for a Pro- 
visional Order, while the county councils 
were enabled to go to a judicial body. 
Well, he must be aware that this applies 
only to the sanitary authorities of the 
district council, where they are obliged 
to have their Provisional Orders confirmed 
by Parliament. When we were dealing 
with this matter of the acquisition of land 
by county councils, we did not think it 
right to couple that with the Public 
Health Act of 1878. The practice under 
that Act will not be interfered with, and 
until that Act is repealed the sanitary 
authorities will have to proceed in that 
way and get their Provisional Orders 
confirmed by Parliament. It might be 
desirable in cases where small areas are 
acquired, but I doubt very much if Par- 
liament would sanction large schemes for 
making waterworks, 


Aw IntsH Mewper: We only want iwo 
or three acres of land. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : That does not arise 

in this section. The county council buy 
land for the exercise of their regular 
powers under section 10. At present, 
under the Act as it stands, a county 
councillor would have no such power to 
buy land under this section. There is 
an Amendment down, later on, to give 
them power to acquire land for public 
parks, and if they get that they will have 
power to buy land for that particular 
purpose. 


*Lorp EDMUND 
(Wilts, Cricklade): I 
the honourable and 
min who has just addressed the 
Committee holds out the hope that 
the point raised, which is a very 
mportant one, is still open for dis- 
cussion, and, in a certain way, for con- 
sideration, and therefore I trust, although 
We need not take any Division, that I 
may be permitted to say a word or two. 
A very great importance attaches to the 
points raised by honourable Members 
who represent Irish constituencies in. 


FITZMAURICE 
understand that 
learned Gentle- 








it from my experience of the English Act. 
In the first place, I wish to be perfectly 
fair in this matter, and I desire to thank 
the right honourable Gentleman, from my 
point of view, for the great concession he 
has made in this Act, by enabling a 
county council to get a Provisional Order 
confirmed without having to go to the 
trouble and expense of coming to Par- 
liament. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: That is no conces- 
sion, 


*Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: I 
take note of that because I hope, not- 
withstanding. what fell from the right 
honourable Gentleman not long ago, it 


will be possible to transfer that 
power from Ireland to England in 
a future Act of Parliament. The 


English county councils have suffered a 
great deal of inconvenience from the 
uncertainty and expense attaching to 
this branch of the law, and, as I urged 
the other night, it would be very desir- 
able to protect the Irish local bodies and: 
the ratepayers; and in regard to this 
particular point I would urge the same 
considerations. The exact rights and 
position of an English county in regard 
to the compulsory acquisition of land for 
the purposes of roads have been the 
subject of a great deal of controversy. I 
will not set my opinion on a point of law 
against that of the honourable and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General, 
but there has been a certain amount of 
doubt on the point. The section incor- 
porates a portion of the Public Health 
Act, which itself incorporates a portion 
of the Municipal Corporations Act and 
the Land Clauses Act, and these have 
given indirectly to the English county 
councils the power of acquiring land 
compulsorily. That is the best opinion, 
but the power must be carried out by 
means of a Provisional Order, and the 
expense makes the councils unwilling to 
raise the question at all. An English 
county council is unable to do what an 
Irish county council will be able to do— 
that is, to go to some judicial body at 
home. I think that is a very valuable con- 
cession, and will tend towards what may 
be called the Home Rule idea. But with 
regard to district roads, the power in 
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England which the right honourable 
Gentleman alluded to has, perhaps, less 
in it than he seems to think. I take 
it that the justices in England have 
practically no power to issue an order 
compulsorily against owners and occu- 
piers except under certain very limited 
circumstances. In regard to these the 
power which the highway authority 
has is the old power of the parish sur- 
veyor, and the district council itself is 
practically the successor to the parish 
surveyor. The point raised by honour- 
able Members from Ireland is this: 
they accept it as a valuable con- 
cession that they will not have to go to 
Parliament, but what they set up is this: 
that the Privy Council is a wrong body 
to go to. If I understand rightly, this 
is a point to which the right honourable 
Gentleman is inclined to give some 
further consideration. The right honour- 
able Gentleman who sits near me, who 
has had great experience, thinks that 
some power might be given to a judge 
to decide the question as to whether a 
county council has the right of acquiring 
compulsorily particular pieces of land, 
and that the judge himself micht 
empannel a jury upon the question. That 
would be carrying out the analogy of the 
English Act, to which the honourable 
and learned Gentleman opposite just now 
alluded. It seems to me that, having 
started as we did with a very valuable 
provision, we ought to be able, at some 
stage or other, to meet the important 
points raised by honourable Members 
below the Gancway. 


Sm TT. GRATTAN ESMONDE: 
I cannot see that this is any im- 
provement upon our old system at all. 
The old system was complicated enough, 
but we did understand it; we do not 
know where we are under the system 
which is proposed. I think, Mr. Lowther, 
that the Chief Secretary would be wel! 
advised if he accepted the modifications 
which have been suggested. 


Mr. TIMOTHY M. HEALY: I do hope 
the House will leave us the grand juries 
and presentment sessions, for, at all 
events, if a man wants a bit of a road 
made he can go to his presentment ses- 
sions, and he can get it for a couple of 
pounds. Here isa proviso by which 
you must, if you want to make 


Lord E. Fitzmaurice. 
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a road, first get the consent of your 
district council, then your county 
council; and after that you must get the 
consent of the Local Government Board 
as to the expense. And then, when you 
have got these three boards in harmony 
and unanimity, you must go to the 
Privy CouncW, who won’t know anything 
about the merits of the case at all, and 
perhaps you will get, in the end, a half- 
penny postcard, from some duke or mar- 
quess, and out goes your road. You are 
setting up at Dublin Castle a sort of 
glorified grand jury, with all the vices 
of the present grand juries. and none of 
their virtues. Sir, the real country 
gentleman, at all events, has to live 
among his neighbours. He sees their 
hardships, and he knows the necessity 
there is for a road better than the gen- 
tlemen up in Dublin. I venture to say 
that the people who live on the east coast 
of Ireland know more of Switzerland than 
they do of the west coast of Ireland. 
There is an absolute want of knowledge 
on the part of the so-called aristocracy as 
to the necessities of the western districts. 
At all events. they would not throw dirt 
at their own judges. I may ask. what is 
the value of Clause 22 as a safeguard? 
This is the most tremendous so-called 
safeguard that could possibly be 
invented. It is not a safeguard at all, 
but an absolute obstruction. Go to some 
far-away district, some poor district, and 
let us consider that you want to make a 
road up a bit of a mountain. Now, what 
have you got to do? In the first 
instance, you will probably consult a 
surveyor, and he will say that you may 
get it or may not. You may go to the 
district council, then to the county coun- 
cil, then to the Local Government Board, 
and then you have got to zo to Dublin, 
and bring up all your witnesses at 
the cost of the local ratepayers, in 
order to do what is, as the present law 
stands, done by going into the county 
town before a local magistrate, and say- 
ing: “Here is a serious grievance; give 
us a bit of extra road!” Now, the whole 
of this procedure is to be reversed. The 
people need these roads for foot passen- 
gers and tourists, and you are practically 
preventing the development of these 
wretched districts. If you go down to 
some of these places you will see the 
toiling women actually carrying manure 
on their backs up these mountain sides 
where there is not a road or a footpath, 
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and this kind of thing I bitterly regret. 
This clause is a pretentious clause, and 
T do implore the Government to amend it 
in the Report stage, and to give some 
serious consideration to this matter from 
the point of view of the hard-working 
people in these mountainous districts of 
Ireland, for their one necessity of exist- 
ence is that they should have roads to 
develop their farms and bring their pro- 
duce to the market. 


*Mr. SerseAnt HEMPHILL: I think 
there would be a difficulty in leaving the 
powers of the presentment sessions and 
the grand juries, with reference to the 
particular question of roads, as suggested, 
because you can hardly have presentment 
sessions, Which are abolished by the Bill, 
and vour presentment before the grand 
jury for these limited purposes. It would 
involve very great practical difficulties, 
and would be inconsistent with the 
general frame of the Measure. But, as 
I understand this Act of Parliament, its 
object is not to abolish any existing 
powers or duties hitherto exercised by 
the grand juries and the presentment 
sessions, but to have a new body substi- 
tuted for the grand jury and the present- 
ment sessions, which new body will enjoy 
the same powers as before. Now, what is 
done by this section is to alter altogether 
the powers and duties which previously 
existed, and, of course, this very cum- 
brous machinery of the Provisional Order 
system is adopted. If anything is clear 
in this discussion, this is clear, and I, of 
course, have nothing to say about it ; but 
what I want to emphasise and call the 
attention of the Committee to is this: 
that honourable and learned Mem- 
bers below the Gangway have no confi- 
dence in the Privy Council as a judicial 
tribunal. I am not at all saying that that 
want of confidence is well founded or ill- 
founded, but we must take the fact 
as it is; and, however much they may 
have confidence in individual Privy 
Councillors, it is quite clear that 
they have no confidence in the judicial 
system of what is called the Privy Coun- 
cil sitting in Dublin. If this is a con- 
cession to Irish feeling and aspirations, 
if this is to be a means of killing 
Home Rule, why would you, for this 
very narrow purpose, force upon the Irish 
people a tribunal in which they have no 
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confidence? Then, again, there is no 
necessity for doing a thing so repugnant. 
It appears to me that there is no prac- 
tical difficulty in adopting the suggestion 
of the honourable and learned Member 
for Louth. Suppose now that the county 
council make the order approving of a 
road. That is tantamount to a present- 
ment. First the district council, then 
the county council—there are the two 
stages analogous to the presentment ses- 
sions and the presenting before the grand 
jury. Now, why not give an appeal 
direct from the order of the county 
council to the judge of assize, and then 
let the judge of assize, either with or 
without a jury, decide whether the road 
asked for is a right and proper road. 
That would preserve the same cheap and 
simple process with which the people of 
Ireland are familiar under the existing 
law. This gets rid of any difficulty of 
calling them county presentments. It 
does by an appeal from an Order of the 
council to the judge of assize establish, by 
rules, how that Order may be dealt with. 
Without any embarrassment or altering 
the scheme in this Act, I do respectfully 
submit that this clause might be recast 
and brought up in a renewed form. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW § (Hawick 
Burghs): If the Committee will permit 
me, it might be of some interest to 
know what is the latest form of procedure 
in this matter in Scotland. There are 
three aspects showing a better mode 
than that adopted in the Bill, which may 
be at least considered in the Report 
stage. As I understand it, to some ex- 
tent, in matters of small detail you do 
not follow the English Act. Now. we 
are not here dealing with a mere road 
question, but with the broad question of 
the acquisition of land, for which purpose 
powers of acquisition are conferred upon 
county councils as such. Now, dealing 
with it in that broad form, there is, 
indeed, a very important question before 
the House. It appears to me that in 
these matters at least. two principles 
ought to be observed. In the first place, 
where the acquisition of land is proposed 
by public bodies in the public interest, 
the inquiries with regard to it should 
be as expeditious as possible; and, if 
possible, should be conducted on the spot. 
With regard to expedition, I understand 
that it is not substantially disputed in 
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this case that that is practically blocked 
by the operation of the Labourers Act, 
referred to in the section, being to the 
effect that only once a year shall these 
applications be considered. That may or 
may not be so, but I observe that the 
authority which is ultimately to deter- 
mine this is, I understand, the Privy 
Council. Now, what is the effect of that? 
The effect, Mr. Lowther, is two-fold. in 
the first place, you are giving to the 
Privy Council an authority, in the exer- 
cise of which they shall not be amenable 
to the control and criticism of Parlia- 
ment. Now, I look upon that as a very 
serious matter. I say that, although I 
am aware that, technically, it may be 
argued in the other direction. I may 
conclude, however, by a reference to 
the Scotch form of procedure, under 
which the Local Government Board is 


the authority. Under that the 
Government are amenable, day by 
day, to the control and_ influence 


of Parliament, and it is much preferable 
to the Privy Council, which is a tribunal 
which fluctuates in accordance with the 
subject-matter to be considered. Now, 
what is the procedure which we adopt 
in Scotland? Our procedure in Scot- 
land under the Parish Councils Act 
of 1894 is very simple. It provides 
that land may be acquired for a variety 
of purposes by the parish council. A 
parish council desiring to acquire land 
makes an application to the county coun- 
cil. But where the county council may 
not be in sympathy with the parish 
council the parish council has the eppor- 
tunity of going before the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and the procedure before 
the Local Government Board is to this 
effect: if no memorial is presented to 
the Local Government Board against the 
proposal of the parish council, which is 
the local authority, it is provided that 
the Local Government Board shall, with- 
out further inquiry, confirm the Order, 
and there is an end of it. Then it goes 
on to provide that— 


“Tf a memorial has 
Board shall proceed to hold a local pubiic 
inquiry, and, after such inquiry, shall either 
confirm that Order without amendment, or 
disallow the Order.” 


been presented, the 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: But that 
does not apply to roads. 


Mr. T. Shaw. 
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Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I started my 
remarks by saying that, with regard to 
this question, I would deal with the 
Amendment on general principles. It is 
general in its scope and language, and 
when the reply is made to me that 
it does not apply to roads, I ask, why 
should it not apply to roads? With 
regard to roads, there are, of course, 
certain large schemes which have to be 
put forward by one county authority, 
but it is absolutely familiar experience 
that. with regard to roads. there are 
certain very small schemes which may 
be put forward by local authorities, and 
if the absolute proposition is laid down 
that roads in general are to be excluded 
from the operation of such a clause I 
suggest to the Government whether it 
would be wise to draw the line here, and 
put in, with certain limitations, powers 
for repairs which might be covered by 
small expenses under the local procedure 
I have described. I again apologise to 
the House for interposing, but I do sug: 
gest to my right honourable Friend the 
Attorney General that, althcugh he may 
distinguish the subject-matter from the 
procedure referred to in the Scotch Act, 
he will, I hope, agree that, at all events, 
there is much light to be thrown upon 
this question when you are forming a 
new set of procedure rules in Ireland 
from what we have done in Scotland. I 
hope that my right honourable Friend 
will concur with me that the Local 
Government Board is an infinitely better 
tribunal than the Privy Council. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I fear that the 
honourable and learned Gentleman has 
not grasped altogether what the 
procedure is which is sought to be 
set up. In Ireland, as in England, 
we propose that county councils, 
in order to acquire land compul- 
sorily, should do so by Provisional 
Order. The only exception to that is in 
the case of Scotland which the honouwr- 
able and learned Gentleman has referred 
to, and that is, I think, only in regard 
to acquiring land for allotments. But 
our proposal is that, when land is 
required for roads, they shall not be 
required to go in the ordinary way of 
obtaining a Provisional Order, to be 
confirmed by Parliament, but that they 
shall apply to the Local Government 
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Board for power to hold an inquiry into 
the matter on the spot. If no objection 
or petition is presented against the Order 
to the Lord Lieutenant and the Local 
Government Board sanction it, there will 
be no bringing of witnesses up to Dublin, 
or any such expense, in dealing with this 
application. It is only in the event of 
a petition against the Order being pre- 
sented to the Lord Lieutenant, either 
by owners or ratepayers, that there 
would be any hearing in Dublin at all. 
I do not think that there is any reason 
to apprehend that where small pieces of 
land are required for making or widen- 
ing roads there will be any necessity in 
the interests of any person to go to the 
expense of having an appeal from the 
Order in Dublin, for the Local Govern- 
ment Board determine the matter, in the 
first instance, immediately it comes 
before them, for they investigate upon 
the spot. If the authorities acquiesce 
in it there is no appeal to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant at all. It is only when a petition 
is presented that there is an appeal, and 
in that case the Lord Lieutenant acts 
merely as a substitute for Parliament. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: Will the right 
honourable and learned Gentleman per- 
mit me to interpose to make this obser- 
vation? There is a very simple pro- 
cedure in the Scotch Act. My night 
honourable Friend is correct in saying 
that, so far as regards the county coun- 
cil, the Provisional Order system obtains 
in Scotland and in England, but the point 
of my observations is that it is a cum- 
brous, expensive, and useless procedure 
as compared with the far simpler pro- 
cedure which was enacted in 1894. This 
was a matter of extreme contention in 
the discussion on the Scottish Bills, and 
the Conservative view of the matter was 
expressed in a variety of Amendments, 
the object of which was to retain the old 
procedure ; but the Government of the 
day was able to oppose them, and 
by adopting a simpler and less expensive 
method gave a lead to Parliament in sub- 
sequent enactments as to the acquisition 
of land, in the hope that the example 
might be followed. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY : If I wanted an 
example of what a ourse it is for a poor 
country like Ireland to be connected 
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with a rich country like England, I 
should find it in this proposal. The 
Government now to-day, without one 
solitary demand from Ireland, so far as 
I am aware, from any class—because 
the grand juries have passed resolutions 
in favour of proceedings by traverse— 
come down to the House and say— 


“Oh, no! We must get rid of your bar- 
barous Irish procedure, which takes cognisance 
of Irish needs and necessities, and substitute 
the splendid English procedure of Provisional 
Order. And we will do that even in cases where 
the issue involved must be wholly out of pro- 
portion to the cost of the procedure we are 
setting up.” 


Mr. Lowther, let me emphasise what I 
mean by a case in the county of Cork I 
know of, and the right honourable Gen- 
tleman opposite will, no doubt, remember 
it, for it happened within the last 18 
months. There was an application from 
the town of Yarmouth to make a road. 
Now, when you talk of making a road 
you will naturally think of miles of 
roads. This was an application to make 
20 yards of road. Now, although it was 
small, it was not so in point of expense. 
It seemed an exceedingly small matter, 
but for the locality it was an exceedingly 
important and vital matter. Now, Mr. 
Lowther, suppose that application is 
made in presentment sessions in Ireland, 
and made to a grand jury. I do not 
know whether it was opposed or not, but, 
at any rate, the whole question was 
brought out at a cost to the party and 
the county of a couple of pounds. Now, 
if that case were tried under this Bill it 
would cost the county from £50 to £100. 
Now, I do ask the House to remember 
that England is a rich country, and Ire- 
land is a poor country, and, therefore, 
do not place the unfortunate Irish occu- 
pier, with his £4 or £5 holding, exactly 
on the same footing, and apply the same 
law to him as if you were applying it 
to a farmer paying, perhaps, £500 a year 
rent. Now, that is exactly what the 
Government are proposing to do for the 
mere pleasure of assimilating and having 
the laws of the two countries exactly 
similar; and without any demand from 
any class in Ireland they proceed to 
abolish its excellent and admirable pro- 
cedure, which has been specially devised 
for the needs of Ireland, and they 
are substituting this monstrous and 
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cumbrous procedure of Provisional Order, 
The Scotch Members, when their Bill 
came before the House, succeeded in 
winning for their country a procedure 
which I do not think was as good as the 
Irish procedure, but, at any rate, it is 
enormously better than what is proposed 
by this Bill. Will you give us the 
Scotch law? I am much obliged to the 
right honourable Gentleman for calling 
attention to this point. The point has 
been made that this does not refer to 
the taking over of land for roads, and 
that it applies only to the taking of land 
for other purposes. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member forgets that the 
grand jury procedure only refers to roads. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The roads 
are a matter we want to deal with. In 
this question the advantage of a road 
always depends on what you can make 
the road for. It may be very valuable 
if you can make it for £20, but if it 
is going to cost £100, it may be a mon- 
strous proposal to put on the county. 
The question is, what relation does the 
advantage you would get from the making 
of the road bear to the cost to be in- 
curred? The cost in Ireland may be 
something very small. It may be only 
the cost of making a road a few hundred 
yards long, and perhaps £150 will 
easily make the road. The cases in Ire- 
land in which roads have exceeded in cost 
more than a couple of hundred pounds 


are very small indeed. I certainly 
think that this matter has not 
been adequately considered by the 


Government. I do not think it has been 
adequately considered by the Committee, 
and I think that it would be possible to 
adopt another method. I do not myself 
insist upon preserving the old grand jury 
system if that is objected to, but I feel 
sure that any lawyer who chooses to take 
this matter into his hands will easily 
devise a simple and cheap procedure which 
will promote the interests of all con- 
cerned, which will not allow the oppres- 
sion of any class, and which will enable 
public works of this kind to be carried 
out in Ireland without an extravagant 
burden of costs being cast upon the 
county. I do appeal to the right honour- 
able Gentleman opposite, on behalf 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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of the poor people of TIreland, if 
they desire to see the poor dis 


tricts developed, that they will recon- 
sider the matter. It is not a Party matter, 
—there is no Party question involved 
in it—and it is a matter in which we are 
all deeply concerned. This is a question 
for enabling something to be done by the 
county councils for the poor occupiers in 
Ireland, and I do appeal to the Govern- 
ment, as they desire to benefit these poor 
districts, that they will not impose this 
intolerable burden upon those poor 
localities and place a barrier in the way 
of any locality which desires an improve- 
ment in the matter of a new road. 





Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, §.): 
This Bill is so very technical that I almost 
hesitate to deal with the matter, but if, 
as the honourable Member for Cork 
says, this clause will lead to a slow, 
cumbrous and most costly and expensive 
procedure, I apprehend and fear that it 
will prevent improvement in Ireland, thai 
it will penalise improvement, and that 
instead of improving their roads in the 
backward districts of the country, the 
cost will be so much that the people will 
hesitate to seek to have it done. There 
has been a tendency, as the honourable 
Member for Cork has just said, not to 
proceed with new roads, but there has 
been a desire on the part of the cess- 
payers rather to facilitate the improve- 
ment of old roads; and, Mr. Lowther, if 
you saddle the ratepayers on these old 
roads with a costly and cumbrous proce- 
dure, instead of improving the country 
under your new Local Government Act, 
you will rather retard the progress of the 
country in relation te this matter. I 
think there is nothing calculated to in- 
prove the condition and position of the 
peasants, and other residents in country 
districts in Ireland, more than the making 
of fairly good roads to their houses ; and 
now that labour has got to be so costly 
in Ireland, I think the poor farmer 
requires every facility that can possibly 
be given to get his produce to the 
market, and ingress to and egress from 
his farm, so as to diminish the cost of 
labour. It is absolutely necessary that 
the county should afford him those 
facilities, and I apprehend that if, as I 
said before, you saddle the county with 
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a procedure so costly as this, we shall 
have no improvement in the county, but 
we shall rather have retrogression. 1 
greatly deprecate any such state of 
affairs, and I hope the Government will 
euable the county councils and the dis- 
trict councils to do these simple things, 
such as widening old roads for the bene- 
fii of the people in the locality, and not 
impose upon them the costly and cum- 
brous procedure of having to go to the 
district council, then to the coumty coun- 
cil, next to the Local Government Board, 
and finally to the Privy Council, and so 
accumulating expense, and _ inflicting 
upon the county a burden which would 
exceed the value of the road that should 
be made. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Sir, the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Sec- 
retary has given no answer what- 
ever upon this point, and while we 
do not desire to prolong this discussion, 
which has now lasted some time, we shall 
have to put down new clauses dealing 
with the matter. Do not let the Govern-, 
ment imagine that while this Bill is in 
progress we shall allow it to escape from 
this Committee until we have thoroughly 
threshed this matter out. It is really the 
heart of the Bill, and if I may be allowed 
to do so, I will venture to give the Com- 
mittee a cinematograph that will show 
what happened in the Cabinet when this 
matter was discussed, and the way in 
which this proposal was made. I will 
suppose that what happened was this: 
When the Cabinet was considering this 
question of compulsory rates, they would 
send for some Irish authority, and they 
would suppose that the grand jury had 
had full power to take land. Then up 
started Lord Salisbury—or something 
like that—and said: “Oh, but in Eng- 
land we have no such power at all. We 
have to come to Parliament, and we will 
compel the Irish to do the same.” And 
then some other Member of the Cabinet, 
with a little better knowledge of the 
country, said: “England is a country 
with a £100,000,000 Budget, but in Ire- 
land a question of 44d. is of some import- 
ance. Would it not be well to leave them 
the existing procedure?” “Oh, no,” said 
another, “we will split the difference. 
No doubt Parliament is far off, and it 
would be unfair to compel the Irish 
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people to appeal to it in this matter, but 
we will send them to the Privy Council 
in Dublin, in the same way as under the 
Labourers Act.” That is the curse of Ire- 
land—the two systems of false analogies 
which you set up between England and 
Ireland: the one, in comparing two coun- 
tries less alike than any others in the 
whole globe; and the other, going from 
one Statute to another, which have no 
resemblance whatever, except in the 
merest trifles. Now, I see the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in his place, and I chal- 
lenge him to say whether I have not 
given a fair picture of what took place in 
the Cabinet. 


Tus CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Bzacn, Bristol, W.) : 
Evidently the honourable anl learned 
Gentleman was listening at the key-hole. 


‘Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right honour- 
able Gentleman has been Irish Secretary 
himself, and he knows the difficulty of 
dealing with the matter. For my part I 
hope we shall have some promise from a 
Member of the Cabinet that this matter 
wil! be reconsidered before the Report 
stage, for otherwise we shall put down 
Amendments dealing with the question. 
It is unfair to the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, and it is unfair to the right 
honourable and learned Attorney General 
for Ireland, to give them this Bill, saying, 
“Fight it out in the House of Commons.” 
They are allowed no limits of devia- 
tion as in an ordinary  engineer’s 
plan. They get this Irish Bill as 
prepared in the Cabinet Room, and 
are told to fight it out in the House of 
Commons, and not to take up much time 
about it, as an English University Bill, or 
something about the Budget, must soon 
be discussed. “We will give you so many 
days.” they are told, “to do it in, and 
you will be bad boys if you fail to do it 
in that time.” That is not the proper 
way of dealing with such a question. We 
have had this Bill before us for more 
than a week, and I would urge upon 
right honourable Gentlemen opposite 
that the interests of the country are not 
being fairly dealt with unless we have 
some gentlemen connected with the 
Cabinet to listen to our arguments, and 
with some power when a concession shall 
he made, for so far we have practically 
had no concession made on this Bill. 
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Look at the different way in which you 
treated the question in England, and how 
you modified and improved your clauses. 
You did not say then that the judges 
were unfit to act without the assistance 
of assessors or engineers, but you thought 
a judge of assize was the proper person 
to deal with the matter. But when you 
come to opening up the country districts 
in Ireland, then you say Her Majesty’s 
judges will be in the future unfit to act 
by themselves. I believe it will be found 
later on, if this clause is insisted upon, 
that the people of Ireland will bemoan 
the grand juries. One of the chief needs 
of the country in the backward parts is 
the making of new roads, and you are 
practically putting a stop to that source 
of improvement in the country. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I do not 
wished to prolong this Debate, but the 
right honourable and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General has said that one 
of the reasons why the county councils 
would not have the same power as the 
grand juries had was that the grand 
juries consisted of so many landlords, 


who, to a large extent, owned the land. | 


From that statement it would be 
imagined that the grand jurors paid all 
the county cess; but does the right 
honourable and learned Gentleman 
imagine that if the new county councils 
have the same opportunity of making 
roads in country districts as the grand 
juries have had in the past, they are 
going to tax themselves any more than 
they possibly can! To my mind, the 
county councils will be most niggardly 
in making roads, and I would suggest 
to the right honourable Gentleman, or 
any other Member of the Cabinet, that 
no county council would make a rate 
that would not be very necessary. | 
have known how difficult it was to get 
boards of guardians to make a rate for 
the purpose of labourers’ cottages, and I 
have not the slightest hesitation in 
saying that it will be just as difficult, if 
the county councils have the same power 
as the grand juries have at the present 
time, to get them to make or pay a rate 
unless it is highly necessary. From the 
experience we have had in the past of 
boards of guardians, the difficulty 
we have had in getting labourers’ 
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cottages built, and the necessity of having 
to apply for powers to the Privy Council, 
I consider this proposed method of 
making the rate will be very expensive, 
Owing to the fact that boards of guar- 
dians have had to apply to the Privy 
Council for power to build labourers’ 
cottages, the cost of building 14 cottages 
in one union in my _ constituency 
amounted to over £400, or £33 per 
cottage. I think that the Government 
have not studied this question at all, 
because, to my knowlege—and I am sure 
every Irish Member will back me up— 
instead of the county councils being 
anxious to make roads, they will be 
penurious. It is not the county council 
which will have to pay the rates for 
making roads. It would be imagined 
from the speech of the right honourable 
and learned Attorney General, when 
making his opening statement, that it 
was the grand jurors who paid all the 
county cess in the past, and that the 
reason why they were not to have the 
power was that they owned the land. 
But if the county councils now acquire 
the land, it is not the county councils 
who have to pay the county cess for any 
lands they acquire. Surely the county 
councils and the ratepayers of the dis 
trict are not going to acquire land with- 
out paying for it. I think the Govern- 
ment would not make any mistake if 
they left the entire matter in the hands 
of the county council in the future as 
it was left in the hands of the grand 
juries in the past. With regard to 
expenses, I could mention other cases 
which have occurred in the past, if it 
were necessary to do so, but I am sure 
the right honourable Gentleman was 
aware that, as I have stated, the building 
of 14 labourers’ cottages involved an 
expense which came to £400. And not 
alone under the Labourers Act 
such costs incurred, for the guardians 
had to pay their own costs, and actually 
the landlord who opposed the building 
of the cottages got his costs as well. I 
think the action of the Government must 
lead to immense litigation and to the 
heaping up of expenses in the future by 
the councils, and will impede the useful- 
ness of the county councils in Ireland. 
I hope it is not the intention of the 
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Government, as the speech of the right 
honourable and learned Attorney Genera! 
might have ied us to believe, to impede 
the usefulness of the county councils in 
Ireland in the future, and I trust that 
before the Report stage of this Bill the 
Government will carefully reconsider this 
matter. If they do, I think they will agree 
to the proposition which hay been put 
forward by the honourable Members from 
Ireland, and will not require this clause to 
be passed in its present form. When the 
honourable Member for Cork spoke of 
the possibility of the expenses for making 
a road 20 yards long being £50, the 
right Lonourable Gentleman opposite 
appeared to dissent from that view. But 
the procedure under this Bill entails, first 
of all, that plans and a scheme shall be 
prepared by the engineers and the dis- 
trict council, that advertisements shall be 
published extending over a very long 
period of time, that notices shall be 
served, of course, on the various parties 
concerned, and that, after all these plans 
have been put before the Local Govern- 
ment Board, a local inquiry should be 
held, including the expense of a Govern- 
ment notetaker from Dublin, the usual 
cost of his employment being from £12 
to £20. He will have to come down from 
Dublin, and it will be necessary to follow 
this procedure in every case; so that, I 
think, if all these things are taken into 
consideration, it will be seen that, no 
matter how small the length of the road 
to be made may be, the costs cannot 
possibly be anything less than £50, even 
if there is no opposition to it. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
must say, Sir, that I think we are entitled 
to », reply, at least, from the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to the arguments which have been 
addressed to him. I do not think any- 
body will argue that the Labourers Aci 
has been cited too much in this discussion 
as to the effect of appeals to the Privy 
Council, which I think might, in fact, be 
well described as the grave of the 
Labourers’ Act in Ireland. That is 
almost certainly so. My experience has 
been that the Local Government Board 
have really a strong desire to carry out 
the Labourers Act, but that inevitably 
great expense and cost have been 
incurred in going that far. When 
schemes went into the Privy Council 
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Chamber, and were opposed on the 
slightest ground, they were invariably 
rejected by the Privy Council. Now if 
this is to be allowed in future in the case 
of the smallest road. which it is desired 
io make by the county councils of Ire- 
land, surely a grave and serious question 
will be opened by this Bill. The people 
who have been taught to believe that this 
Measure is going to put them in posses- 
sion and control of their own local affairs 
will be grievously disappointed if this 
clause as it is now framed. is passed into 
law. It is only lawyers who can really 
understand the effect of these entangle- 
ments in which we are being involved by 
these changes, and. therefore. I say that 
a strong case has been made out for the 
right honourable Gentleman to give way 
in the matter. I observe that he has 
assumed an apparently stone-walled atti- 
tude. There is no yielding whatsoever. 
He has simply placed his back to the wall 
and will give us no redress. Well, Sir, 
I am very sorry, personally, because I 
desire to see this Bill passed with the 
least possible delay ; and I am very sorry 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
should take up that attitude, because I 
think he is only causing that delay of 
which, no doubt, he will later on make 
complaint. We are at issue with the 
right honourable Gentleman in regard to 
the attitude he has taken up, and at 
least we are entitled to have some reply 
to our arguments. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): In 
this matter, Sir, Irish opinion is in favour 
of maintaining things as they are, and of 
securing that county business shall be 
conducted by a cheap and expediiious 
method. Not one of the Conservative 
Members from Ireland even has given his 
support to this proposal of the Govern- 
ment, yet the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary seems to think 
that Irish opinion has no weight in this 
matter. I beg to remind him that it is 
the people of Ireland themselves who are 
interested in this question, and that the 
intérests of Ireland are largely at stake 
in the decision at which we sball arrive 
in regard to this question. We are most 
anxious that this Bill should be carried 
through with as little delay 2s possible, 
but we are not desircus of saddling upon 
the country a new burden, or of putting 
on the ratepayers any further expense 
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than they bear at present, because the 
country is not in a position to bear any 
increase of the rates. 1 will, therefore, 
beg the right honourable Gentleman to 
listen to Irish opinion in this matter. No 
one representative of Ireland has sup- 
ported the change proposed by the Go- 
vernment, and every Member who has 
spoken on this side of the House has 
objected to that proposal. Therefore I 
should like to hear from the right 
honourable Gentleman what is the reason 
that he will allow Irish opinion no weight 
in this matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think we are 
entitled to have some reply. Are we to 
waste our time? Really, Sir, it is only 
fair, when reasonable arguments have 
been laid before the Government for their 
giving some reconsideration to the matter 
before the Keport stage of the Bill, that 
the right honourable Gentleman should 
give us at least a reply. 


Mr. GERALY BALFOUR: Sir, I do 
not see my way to say more than I have 
done already. I have fully expressed the 
opinion of the Government on the matter, 
and to do so again would be a great 
waste of time. 


*Mr. P. A. M'HUGH (Leitrim, N.): It 
appears to me, Mr. Lowther, that the two 
right honourable machines opposite—— 


[Cries of “Order, order! ”’| 


THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: I cannot allow that expression 
to be used, and I must ask the honour- 
able Gentleman to withdraw it. 


*Mr. P. A. M'HUGH: The two repre- 
sentatives of the Cabinet attach no im- 
portance whatever to the opinions 
expressed in this House by the represen- 
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tage the cost of which was about 
Liv or £3VU, the preliminary expenses 
amounted to between £4U0 and +40, 
Now, Mr. Lowther, the tovernment 
have promised tc have the provedure 
unuer tue Labourers Acts  silupiied. 
They will probably, after the passing of 
this Act, come forward and say, “We 
must have the procedure for making 
nheWs roads simplined, because we find that 
the present procedure is too cumbrous, 
too dilatory, and too expensive.” Why 
should they not now pay some attention 
to the views expressed by the representa- 
tives from Ireland! Surely for the 
making of 20 yards of a new road for the 
benefit of a new district it should noi 
be necessary that you should have a plan 
made out, and then that you should issue 
notices, and that you should go to the 
district council and give the district 
council an opportunity of publishing 
advertisements, and afterwards, when 
the county council had expressed its 
view, that you should bring down the 
officials of the Local Government Board 
to hold an inquiry! Who is going to 
pay for the inquiry! Is it to be the 
poor people living in such a district 
as that described by the honourable 
Member for Cork, or will the expense be 
korne by the Exchequer? The poorer 
the district is the larger will be the 
amount of money required to be paid on 
the road rate. Take the case of a pro 
posal to construct a road, say, of 20 
yards. Will the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary give the 
Committee some idea as to the initial 
cost? I venture to say that my honour 
able Friend erred when he said that the 
initial cost in some of these cases would 
bo at least £50. I can conceive cases 





tatives from Ireland. It was, I think, 
during last Session that they promised 
to have the procedure under the 
Labourers Acts in Ireland simplified. 
Why did they make that promise? 
Because it was found that in the working 
of the 


of expense. 
stated that 


My honourable Friend has 
in the 


I 


have 


Labourers Acts in Ireland there 
was a great deal of delay and a great deal 


construction of 14 
labourers’ cottages in his district the 
preliminary expenses amounted to £400. 


where, in consequence of opposition 
before the Privy Courcil, it will be neces- 
sary to incur an expenditure of at least 
£100 in order to get a road made that 
would have cost no more than £20—that 
is to say, £5 a yard for the initial 
expenses. Now I think the Irish Mem- 
bers are entitled to some concession upon 
this point ; and if no concession is made 
now because the two right honourable 
Gentlemen opposite are not in a position 
to make it, we will put down Amend- 


had a similar experience | ments, and we will fight this matter out 
in my ow? constituency, and 1I| so far as we can in this House, because 
found that for a labourer’s cot-| we look upon it as a vital matter. We 
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say that this is a retrograde step. You 
are taking away with one hand what 
you are giving us with another. You 
are taking out vf the hands of the people 
living in country districts the right that 
they have hitherto possessed by making 
a road. It would ve far better, in my 
opinion, to retain the old system under 
the grand juries—far better, because 
there could be nothing worse than to 
put upon the wretched people in these 
poor districts the cost of having a Local 
Government Board inquiry and of going 
up to the Privy Council. Will it be 
necessary to bring all the witnesses 
before the Privy Council? If so, how 
many witnesses in the case of a 20 yards 
road will have to appear before the 
Privy Council, and who will pay for their 
evidence being taken down in shorthand? 
They will have to pay their own fare and 
to keep themselves in Dublin. They 
will not know whether they are going 
to be called, and may be kept there a 
fortnight. I say that this is a monstrous 
proposal, and I am astonished that the 
right honourable Gentleman, who pro- 
fesses to have gone to Ireland for 
the purpose of killing Home Rule 
with kindness, should make guch a 
proposal to this House. I repeat that, 
under these circumstances, we will resist 
by every means in our power the imposi- 
tion of such a fraud upon the people of 
our country. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): It is 
often said that the English people have 
great difficulty in understanding Irish 
affairs, and here to-day we have a prac- 
tical illustration of the difficulty. So far 
as I am concerned, I am not at all 
alarmed by the proposed change, though 
I think it is possible that Amendments 
may have to be introduced to safeguard 
the people amid all these difficulties ; 
but I also think that we have had 
sufficient talk upon this question, and 
that it is time we were getting further 
on with the Bill. The honourable and 
learned Gentleman for Louth has evolved 
from his inner consciousness a picture of 
a Cabinet Council, and we have had dis- 
cussions on everything that might 
happen in Ireland under every possible 
circumstances. We cannot, however, 
suppose that the people in every part 
of Ireland are so steeped in original sin 
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as to be opposed to ail improvements, or 
that every man in Ireiand must be 
opposed even to the widening of a road. 
1 do not see that the arguments brougit 
forward for improving the poorer dis- 
tricts of Ireland can be met in this way. 
The land in these poor districts can be 
got for the proper purpose at a proper 
price. Take any part of Connemara, for 
instance. Suppose you wanted to 
improve or make a road there, who would 
dream of opposing road extension there? 
Go to the wilds of Kerry, or to any part 
of Donegal, and there you would get a 
thousand acres by asking for them 





An HonovrasBLe Member: The land 
lords! 


Mr. PINKERTON: Well, I do ivi 
think the landlords are so steeped in 
ignorance as some honourable Members 
suppose. The landlords have as much in- 
terest as the tenants in trying to develop 
the country, and for my own part © have 
found the tenants quite as reasonable as 
the landlords in any case of importance. 
I think that this clause shold be allowed 
to pass without further discussion. 


Mr. E. F. VESEY KNOX (London- 
derry): My honourable Friend  ob- 
jects to any more discussion, and 
I confess I think there is a good 
deal of common sense in what he 
says. But I venture to think that this 
is not a Party question, and I sincerely 
hope that when we come to the Report 
stage of this clause the Chief Secretary 
will consider whether, in the interests of 
all parties concerned, the old procedure 
should not be adhered to. It is quite 
true that in England the procedure is 
very much the same as the procedure of 
this Bill. 

Mr. GERALD 
stricter. 

Mr. KNOX: Very well; but then it 
is also the case that in London, or in 
many parts of London, under the Michael 
Angelo Act there are powers to widen 
roads without a Provisional Order in a 
inuch more simple way than is proposed 
‘sy this Bill; and, indeed, in as simple a 
way as that which exists in Ireland at 
the present moment. TI believe there are 
other local Acts in other parts of Eng- 
land to the same effect, and, therefore, 
it is not the case that all over England 
there is such strictness of the law as 


BALFOUR: Much 
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the Chief Secretary would represent. 
But that is not all. There is no doubt 
about it that anyone who has had to go 
about England, and whose business has 
led him to be brought into connection 
with the roads, must know that there is 
nothing worse in the English system 
than the difficulty which exists whenever 
the question of widening a road crops 
up. Under the English law at the 
present time there is really no power of 
widening roads, and, compared with all 
the other countries in Europe, England 
has admittedly very narrow roads, and 
the chief reason for that is because there 
is such difficulty about taking land 
compulsorily to widen them. The 
English local authorities are constantly 
fighting this question, and I do think 
that it is much too bad that you are 
asking us in Ireland to imitate not 
merely the virtues of the English law, 
but the vices of the English law—vices 
in respect of which Englishmen them- 
selves condemn the present system. We 
have a system in Ireland which has 
existed for a great number of years, and 
which has worked well so far as pro- 
cedure is concerned. It is quite apart 
from the question of the actual persons 
who administer it. It is not really a 
question of grand juries at all, but apart 
altogether from the question of the 
persons who administer it, the procedure 
is a good one, and I venture to hope that 
before we reach the Report stage the 
Chief Secretary will reconsider the 
matter, and see whether he can assent to 
some mnodification of this present clause. 
I may add, perhaps, that a great deal has 
been said about the difficulty in 
mountainous districts, but Ido not think 
that that is a difficulty which wiil very 
often arise. Of course it is admitted 
that corsent to the widening of a road 
will often be more difficult to obt2in than 
to the actual making of a new road; but 
the making of new roads. and the 
widening of old roads is a very great 
factor in developing districts outside of 
the towns. I do hope that the Chief 
Secretary will give us an undertaking 
that he will, in the first place, consult 
the English authorities as to whether 
they do not find the present law in 
England, in cases where there are no 
local Acts, a most injurious law; and, 
in the second place, that he will consult 
with experienced people who have had 
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connection with the Irish grand juries, 
and ask them whether the existing Irish 
procedure has not worked well; and if 
he finds that the English system is 
considered to be unduly restrictive, and 
that the Irish system is considered to 
be a good system, that he will allow us 
to keep up the present Irish system, 
even although the power may be trans. 
ferred from the grand juries to the 
county councils. 

CotoneL E. J. SAUNDERSON (Ar- 
magh, N.): As an old grand juror in 
Ireland, it is extremely satisfactory to 
me to hear that the merits of the grand 
juries are now for the first time appre- 
ciated by our friends opposite. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The procedure. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: Very well, 
then, the procedure. The grand juries 
have been vilified up hill and down dale 
within the last 20 years, as being formed 
of a body of men who conduct their 
business in the most perfunctory manner. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Hear, hear! 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : The honour- 
able and learned Member says “ Hear, 
hear!” now, but only a short tire ago 
he was asking for the retention of the 
grand jury system. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The procedure 
only. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : I think the 
praise which has beex given to them is 
very satisfactory to the grand juries, 
because I think they have carried on 
their business very well indeed. The 
honourable Gentleman rather derided 
that remark, but on other occasions as 
well as to-day we have had honourable 
Gentlemen opposite contending that the 
grand jury is in every respect the cheapest 
and best tribunal to which we can appeal. 
I entirely agree with that. I do not 
believe that you will ever huve a tribunal 
before which to bring the county affairs 
which will so well and so cheaply con- 
duct them as the grand juries have 
conducted their business. I must say 
that. In this Bill I think it will be seen 
that if there is an objection to the road 
there is an appeal to the Local Govern- 
ment Board; if it is not opposed, that 
appeal will not be necessary. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: You must go 
to the Local Government Board, an 
have an inquiry. 
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CotoneEL SAUNDERSON: I do not 
think that is so. 


Mr. M. HEALY: It is so. Whether 
opposed or not, you must go to the Local 
Government Board, and have an inquiry. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : Well, if that 
is so, I think that is an expense which 
ought to be obviated; but, as I under- 
stand, that igs not the case. If the road 
is not opposed this expense will not be 
incurred, and that is what honourable 
Gentlemen opposite are objecting to. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The inter. 
jection of the honourable Member for 
Cork throws some doubt on my mind as 
to the good which the extraordinarily 
lengthy discussion of this clause is doing. 
This proposed appeal only extends in 
cases where a person is unwilling to sell 
his land or to arrange for a transfer. 
The grand jury is no longer to administer 
the roads, because that power is to be 
taken away from them, and to be trans- 
ferred to a popularly elected body, and it 
has been thought that that popularly 
elected body might use their power in 
such a way as to inflict hardships upon 
individuals, and it is simply in order to 
protect owners of land or occupiers of 
land from such hardships that this pro- 
cedure has been adopted. It is a simpler 
procedure than that of the English or 
the Scotch law, and it is a cheaper pro- 
cedure. We have made the law less 
strict in Ireland than it is in England or 
in Scotland; and now, after about three 
hours’ debate, the honourable and 
learned Member has actually so read the 
clause as to come to the conclusion that 
the Local Government Board is to be 
appealed to on all occasions, and, for 
aught I know, he may understand that 
the Privy Council is to be appealed to 
as well, although there may be no opposi- 
tion to the taking of the land. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I certainly have so 
read the clause, and I will prove that 
that is the case. I may say that I am 
glad to have heard the speech of the right 
honourable Gentleman and the speech of 
the horourable and gallant Member oppo- 
site, because those speeches may lead to 
® solution of the difficulty which has, 
unfortunately, arisen. The error which 
the right honourable Gentleman, I 
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think, makes, is in supposing that the 
only difficulty as between the county 
council and the owner or the occupier, is 
on the simple issue, “Will you take my 
land or not!” But that is not so. The 
difference will always be a question of 
price ; and observe that when you have 
to go to the Local Government Board 
and the Privy Council, it will not be a 
question of price at all, because the ques- 
tion of price will always be fixed by an 
arbitrator. The issue there will be, “ Will 
you take the land or not?” There may be 
no difference in principle between the 
owner or the occupier and the county 
council. as to the taking of the land at 
all. The owner and the occupier may be 
willing to part with their land on terms. 
The county council may not agree to 
their terms. One would say, “Well, let 
the terms be fixed under tke Lands 
Clauses Act,” or by any other means 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
may choose to devise. But what his 
clause does is this: where the parties 
differ about the price of the land the 
owner or occupier will compel the county 
council to go to the Local Government 
Board, and they will do that in order to 
get the price they are asking for the 
land. The owner or occupier who simply 
differs with the county council on the 
question as to whether the land is to be 
bought at the price of £5 or £10 per 
acre will, under this Bill, say to the 
county council, “If you do not give us 
eur terms, we will oppose you altogether. 
We will resist the taking of our land, 
and go to the Local Government Board 
and say, ‘This road ought not to be 
made,’ and if tke Local Government 
Board does not agree with our conten- 
tion, we will go to the Privy Council, and 
say, ‘This road ought not to be made 
at all.’” If the right honourable Gentle- 
man would do what he says he wishes 
to do, and enable the parties where the 
difference is only one of price to come to 
some means of arrangement without 
these vexatious and expensive appeals to 
the Local Government Board and the 
Privy Council, there would be no Debate 
on this clause at all—it would not last 
another minute. But under this clause 
the right honourable Gentleman compels 
the county council practically to go to 
the Local Government Board, because we 
all know that where land is being taken 
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compulsorily landlord or tenant—and 
especially the tenant—would demand a 
most exorbitant price. I was taking an 
acre of land myself from a tenant the 
other day, and he asked me £150. That 
was in a rural district, and he came and 
swore it was worth all that money, and 
the arbitrator fixed the price at £10; 
and that is always what happens in these 
cases. I admit that the Irish tenant 
holds to his land with a dogged pertina- 
city, and when you take it from him 
he takes care that he makes you pay 
for it the highest value he can get. 
And what the right honourable Gentle- 
man does by this clause is to put a gentle- 
man of that kind, who is seeking to 
squeeze the last penny he can from the 
county council, in this position, that he 
can say, “I will not abate my claim at 
all; and unless you pay me I will put 
you to all sorts of law costs, and I will 
do so to such an extent that it will be 
much cheaper for you to pay my price 
than to go to law. I will go to the 
Local Government Board, and then I will 
go to tue Privy Council.” I sincerely 
hope that the right honourable Gentle- 
man will consider this clause, and where 
there is only a question of price involved 
he will alter it so as not to interpose 
this preliminary barrier to the local 


inquiry. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If it will 
satisfy the honourable Member, I am 
quite willing to vut that provision into 
the Bill, that if they only differ as re- 
gards price the reference shall only 
be to the Local Government Board. 


On the return of the Cuarrman after 
the usual iuterval, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: After hearing 
what the Chief Secretary has stated, I 
am quite willing to take the clause as it 
stands. 


Question put. 


Clause 10 added to the Bill. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 
CuauseE 11. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 6, line 8, after ‘arrange’ 


insert ‘in 
any area not being an urban district as here- 
iuafter in this Act defined.’” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This is not 


a very important clause, but there 


are two matters in which it appears 


to me to need amendment. As 
I understand it, it is the intention of the 
Government that in an urban district the 
urban authority should have the final 
control over district works. That, Sir, is 
provided for in Section 22. A rural dis- 
trict authority can only make proposals, 
which have to be accepted and ratified 
by the county council. In an urban dis- 
trict that is not so, and the urban district 
council, as regards district works, is the 
final authority. It appears to me that 
this clause is somewhat inconsistent with 
that gereral provision, because it appears 
to place the county council as the autho 
rity over the urban district council, even 
in the case of district works. I see that 
the honourable Member for South County 
Dublin has based an Amendment on the 
same point. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think the 
honourable Member’s objection will be 
met by an Amendment which I put on 
the Paper last night, dealing with this 
point. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR moved— 


“Page 6, line 9, after ‘work’ insert ‘the 
cost of maintaining which is raised by the 
county council.’” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. M. HEALY moved— 


“ Page 6, line 9, after ‘ work,’ insert ‘ or any 
pier, harbour, or other work or building re- 
quired to be kept in repair at the expense of 
the county or any district therein.’” 


“Work” was, he said, defined in a later 
section to mean “work not executed 
by presentment.” There were some 
county works not executed by present- 
ment which he thought would be more 
susceptible to sudden damage than any 
public work. Would the right honour- 
able Gentleman accept his Amendment? 





Mr. M. Healy. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think the 
words of the section, as amended—“ Any 
public work the cost of maintaining which 
is raised by the county council ”—will 
cover the Amendment of the honourable 


Gentleman. 


Mr. M. HEALY: No; I do not think 
80. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: We will alter the 


definition of the word. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I quite 
understand the honourable Member’s 
point, and will take care that it shall be 
properly met. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR moved— 


“Page 6, line 13, at end, insert— 

“For the purposes of this section ‘repair of 
sudden damage,’ means such repair of any 
sudden damage to any public work, and such 
erection of any temporary work in place of any 
public work suddenly carried away or destroyed, 
and such collection or preservation of the 
materials of any damaged public work, es, 
subject to the general directions of the county 
council, the county surveyor considers cannot, 
without prejudice to the public, be delayed 
until the ordinary procedure relating to the 
repair of public works can be followed.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. M. HEALY moved— 


“Page 6, line 14, leave out ‘business,’ and 
insert ‘ powers.’ ” 


This was, he 


Amendment. 


said, merely a verbal 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
objection to it. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. M. HEALY moved— 

“Page 6, line 14, after ‘ justices,’ insert 
‘and of extraordinary presentment sessions.’ ” 
He did not know whether the right 
honourable Gentleman was prepared to 
accept this Amendment. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, I will 
accept it. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 11, as amended, ordered to 


stand part of the Bill. 


CiausE 12. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY moved to add the 
following additional sub-section— 

“No electoral disability or loss of any 
Parliamentary or other franchise shall be 
incurred by any person by reason of a grant 
of outdcor relief having been made to him 


under this Act or by reason of any such grant 
ratified under this Act.”’ 


He said: This clause has been in every 
Act since 1880, and I may say that I 
suggested its insertion in the first Irish 
Distress Act, of 1880. My suggested 
Amendment would not have been carried 
then, but the Canadian Legislature sent 
a special protest to the British Govern- 
ment against imposing electoral dis- 
ability under the guise of relief. This 
provision was, therefore, inserted in the 
first Act of 1880 as a result of the pro- 
test from the Canadian Executive, and 
in every Act dealing with Irish distress 
that has since been passed, to the number 
of over a dozen, the section which I am 
proposing now has been added. While I 
object to the whole clause, and shall vote 
for its exclusion from the Bill, regarding 
it as an attempt to throw a duty from 
the State on to an impoverished com- 
munity, I shall endeavour to mitigate its 
hardships as far as I can. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There was 
aspecial Act passed by Parliament, passed 
as the honourable Member said, in 1880. 
Whether it was or was not a desirable 
Act, I will not now discuss; but it does 
not seem to me, when we are passing a 
provision of this kind, especially having 
regard to the changes in the law intro- 
duced by this Bill, that it would be desir- 
able to adopt the Amendment of the 
honourable Gentleman. In the first 
place, it must be remembered that we 
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are about to elect the Boards of Cuar- 
dians by a very different franchise to 
that which has been in existence hitherto, 
and there must be a very important 
distinction drawn between the various 
distress Acts, to which the honourable 
Gentleman has referred, and the present 
proposal of the Government, but in addi- 
tion to that Parliament has, in passing 
those Acts, considered and sanctioned 
each individual Act separately. This 
Amendment would take away from Par- 
liament its sanction altogether, and under 
those circumstances I do not think it 
would be desirable for Parliament to 
depart from the general and well-estab- 
lished principle, that those who have 
been forced, without a cause, to go to the 
Poor Law Act for relief should not coa- 
tinue to vote for a Parliament or < 
General Board. 


Local Government 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: I will not delay the 
Committee further. I would only say ! 
do sincerely trust that no county council 
will ever be found foolish enough to put 
the clause into operation, because that 
clause is only intended to impose elec- 
toral disability. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The inten- 
tion is certainly not to impose electoral 
disability. The ordinary law of the laad 
will do that, and provides that where 
relicf has been received votes shall be 
taken away. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, Isay now that 
there is a bold advertisement by the Gov- 
ernment to the people that if they want 
to preserve their votes the county council 
should not be foolish enough to put this 
clause into operation. Whenever the 
British Government passed a Measure for 
alleviating the distress of Ireland they 
accompanied it with the proposal which 
is now rejected. Let the county councils 
remember, if they take upon themselves, 
at the expense of the rates, this burden 
which the British Government, mean as 
it is, has hitherto taken over, in that 
case they will be opening up a means for 
disfranchising the people. 


Upon the Motion that Clause 12 stand 
part of the Bill, 


In moving the omission of the clause, 


ONS} (Ireland) Bill. 


Mr. DILLON: This is a_ most 
extraordinary clause, and I venture to 
say it is entirely out of place in a Bill not 
intended to be hostile and coercive 
towards Ireland. The object of this 
clause, and the effect of it, if passed, will 
be to transfer for all future time the 
whole responsibility and the entire bur- 
den of dealing with anv exceptional dis- 
tress in the west of Ireland. from the 
shoulders of the British Government— 
that is the way I read it—to the shoul. 
ders of the ratepayers of the poorest 
counties of Ireland. There can be no 
doubt that this is the obiect of the clause, 
and when I protested against the clause 
what was the answer given by the right 
honourable Gentleman. He said, now we 
have shifted the burden of the rates on 
to the shoulders of the occupiers, and the 
landlords are no longer to be responsible 
in the congested districts for any share of 
the poor rate, or for all the poor rate of 
the small holdings, it will be necessary 
to pass a relief Act next Session. A more 
miserable reason for this clause it is im- 
possible for the mind of man to conceive, 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon- 


ourable Gentleman is in error. 


Mr. DILLON: The object of this Bill 
would be to transfer the whole of the 
responsibility and burden of dealing 
with exceptional distress in the west of 
Ireland. Now as to the counties where the 
distress exists. I fancy I can follow the 
working of the right honourable Gentle- 
man’s mind. He, in connection with the 
present distress, imagined that he had 
hit upon a most ingenious and delightful 
device, which was to apply a system by 
which he would interpose between the 
Government and the starving people, 
whenever there happens to be starvation 
in the country, some local board upon 
whom he can shift the burden of respon- 
sibility, and unto whom he can say, Until 
you have entirely drained all your 
resources we are not called upon to give 
any relief at all. He has experimented 
with that system in a slight degree by 
means of what he calls the labour test; 
but there is one difference with regard to 
the present distress. He proposed that 
the Government should bear three 
fourths of the extra cost. He now pro- 
poses by this Bill that the Government 











Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


is to have no responsibility whatever, or 
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to have anything to do with it. The 
clause is very plain. What is it it pro- 
poses to do? The clause proposes that 
where there is no exceptional distress in 
avv Unionin the west of Ireland, that the 
first recourse of the Union is to be to 
the county council, and if it can convince 
the county council that there is excep- 
tional distress, the county council goes 
to the Local Government Board, and if 
they are satisfied they may, if they think 
fit, by order, authorise the guardians, 
subject to the prescribed conditions, to 
administer relief out of the workhouse 
for any time not exceeding two months. 
Now what will be the effect of that action 
on the Government, either that of which 
the right honourable Gentleman is a Mem- 
ber, or any Government of the future? The 
unfortunate people in the starving dis- 
tricts of the west of Ireland will apply to 
the county council. The county council 
will say, No; if we agree to grant this 
relief—the greater the distress the 
greater the burden to relieve; they will 
say, If we agree to put this clause in 
motion, we cannot tell to what depths 
of bankruptcy and ruin we shall be 
brought. We have no guarantee that 
when we put this clause into force the 
Government will come to the relief of the 
country. What has happened to 
the Ballinasloe Asylum? When Irish 
Members attempt to put pressure upon 
this House, the Government will say 
go to the county council, and in the 
meanwhile the more the distress, the 
greater the distress, the more unwilling 
the county councils will be to put this 
clause into force. What will be the 
result! There will be scenes in this 
House—the Government referring us to 
the county councils, the county councils 
refusing to listen to our appeals, the 
people starving, and until deaths have 
eccurred from starvation—and we know 
now what definition the Government 
gives us of death from starvation—until 
people actually perish from lack 
of food, the Government will say, “Go to 
the county councils ; look to clause 12.” 
A more ingenious system for saving the 
British Treasury and erecting a barrier 
behind which it will be hidden in the 
future I cannot conceive. I put it to 


the right honourable Gentleman is it 
reasonable or fair to drag into a Bill 
like this a clause of this character, a 
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clause which has no analogue in legisla- 
tion either of this country or Scotland 
I say it is a most cruel thing to introduce 
a clause which can have no other purpose 
than that, which has no elements in it of 
benefit for the people of Ireland, but 
which, on the contrary, is an oppressive 
clause, and has no analogue in this 
country which this Bill is to follow. The 
Government will find it is impossible to 
say a word upon it. Suppose this clause 
is admitted, we must remember that the 
Congested Districts Board has done some 
good in the west; but, generally speak- 
ing, there is a mass of poverty in the 
west which remains as it has done for 
40 years, and we are to look forward to 
the same class of events that have 
occurred during the last 30 years. Now, 
supposing in 1879 this clause had been 
in operation—we know in that year a 
sum of £2,000,000 was distributed as 
distress followed on distress. Now, no 
county council which was not out of its 
mind would have put that clause into 
operation, because, so long as they set 
that clause in motion, not a shilling 
would have come from the British Trea- 
sury. The answer would have been 
“Raise your rates,’ and until they had 
raised their rates to straining point. they 
would receive no relief from the British 
Treasury. One of two things would 
happen; either disease of a dreadful 
character, bringing many deaths, would 
break out, and violent passions would be 
let loose in these parts of Ireland ; or, on 
the other hand, these counties would 
be overwhelmed in misery by the 
workine of this clause. Each of the 
districts would be obliged to provide 
something like £100,000 to keep the 
distress away from their own district. I 
cannot imagine a more unjust and un- 
reasonable clause. I do not like to 
occupy the time of the Committee at 
ereater length, bacause I am in hopes 
the right honourable Gentleman will 
abandon this clause and let us get over 
the ground. There is only just one more 
point I wish to draw attention to. In 
the course of the Debate on the Con- 
gested Districts Bill at the beginning of 
the Session the right honourable Gentle 
man said that if the Government were 
assured that Irish Members would not 
oppose the Congested Districts Bill, it 
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was possible that he would consider the 
matter later. Now, if he wants to deal 
with the congested districts, I do urge 
that the proper place for such a clause as 
this is in a Bill for the congested dis 
tricts. When he comes to deal with 
that matter, with some sympathy for 
these unfortunate people, he might draft 
a Bill with adequate provision for tbe 
Congested Districts Boards, and he 
might move in some clauses in this Bill, 
and then we might consider how far we 
could give a guid pro quo in the way 
of relieving the Imperial Treasury from 
the responsibility of dealing with any 
future famines in Ireland, as this clause 
is intended to do, if the Government will 
give some statesmanlike Measure at the 
same. time which will give us promise of 
&@ gradual and moderate improvement. 
We have no assurance of any adequate 
scheme to relieve these continually recur- 
ring famines, but the right honourable 
Gentleman proposes by a simple clause 
to shift from the Imperial Treasury to 
the most poverty-stricken districts of Ire- 
land the whole problem of dealing with 
these famines. 


Loeal Government 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I think this 
clause raises an entirely novel element 
in the Bill. This is a Bill to establish 
county councils and district councils and 
agricultural rating grants in Ireland, and 
now we find it is a Bill to relieve the 
British Treasury of the responsibility 
of relieving Ireland, and for throwing the 
responsibility upon the poorest districts 
of that country. I cannot see what 
reason there should be at all for this 
clause, unless it be that by its means 
the Treasury hope to escape from the 
responsibility they are under at the 
present time. Now, it must be remem- 
bered that where this poverty occurs is 
in the poorest districts of Ireland. If 
anything could be said in favour of this 
clause it would be that there might be 
counties fairly prosperous which would 
be able to contribute something towards 
the relief of the poorer parts of the 
county; but take the county of Kerry 
at the present moment, and see how that 
stands. First of all, we contend that 
this poverty and these recurrent famines 
are owing to the misgovernment of the 
country in the past. At the present 
moment all these things exist. Take 


Mr. Dillon. 
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wmayo and Kerry. In the latter there 
are several unions, in which large num- 
vers Of tue people are being fed by the 
cities of Cork and Dublin. Now, sup- 
pose this clause were in operation. 
In some of those districts the rates now 
are nearly 4s. 6d. in the £, and, then, 
Supposing this clause were passed, the 
guardians would represent this terrible 
state of things to the county councils, 
who would say, “While we admit the 
poverty, we will not move until the last 
moment.” In a place like Kerry, where 
the rates run to 12s. 6d. in the &, you 
can see how difficult it would be to 
move the county council to put this 
clause into operation. You are between 
the devil and the deep sea. The chari- 
table contributions which now come from 
the various towns and communities would 
then be withheld. The Government, 
when we approach them, would say let 
the county councils act first, and the last 
state of the unfortunate people would be 
worse than the first. By this clause, or 
by this ‘Bill, the British Government 
cannot hope to get rid of their responsi- 
bilities, and which are recognised as 
being theirs by every civilised nation. 
That this chronic poverty, and these con- 
stantly recurring famines are owing to 
the improvidence and the extravagance 
of the people. I deny. Everybody 
knows these people are industrious and 
abstemious, and live on the hardest of 
fare. They are the worst clothed, the 
worst fed, and worst treated peasantry 
in Europe, and these are the people who 
would be thrown upon the county coun- 
cils by the operation of that clause. The 
honourable Member for East Mayo has 
indicated how this clause could be dealt 
with in another Measure, and if such a 
Measure should be introduced I believe 
it would pass in a very short time—in 
a single afternoon—because I do not 
believe anyone would offer any opposi- 
tion to it at all. But that such a clause 
should be introduced into a Bill of this 
kind certainly exceeds all power of reason- 
able comprehension, and we are going to 
extend all the opposition in our power 
to it. I trust the right honourable 
Gentleman will see that we have not 
been anxious to labour the Debate upon 
this Bill, but this is a clause which is 
not a matter of mere verbiage; this is a 
clause which raises this principle: that 
the wealthy British Treasury is trying, 
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by means of this clause, to relieve them- 
selves from a responsibility which, in the 
sight of God and man, is theirs, and not 
a responsibility of the Irish people. I 
hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will see his way to withdraw this clause. 


Mr. TULLY: I think this clause 
is one which reveals the true British 
spirit in dealing with all Irish affairs. 
It is the spirit in which you, while 
trying to do good for Ireland, incorporate 
something or other which sets up one 
set of Irish people against another. That 
is what you are doing here. You want 
to set the county councils against the 
people in the distressed districts, who 
have been driven there because of the 
economic laws passed in this House. 
They have turned out and driven the 
people away from the good lands in 
order to make bullock pastures from 
which to feed the British artisans. That 
is the object and purport of this clause. 
We were told last night that the men 
elected on the county councils would be 
the same men as those who composed 
the boards of guardians—that is to say, 
the traders, the commercial class, and the 
well-to-do. It is these people, the 
traders, to whom it is most hateful 
to hear of the distress; it hurts their 
business and destroys the commercial 
credit of the district when this cry is 
raised. The men who are on the county 
councils will not be anxious to enforce 
this clause. This is the spirit in which 
everything has been done in every English 
Act, and which has always made the Act 
hateful to the Irish people. You have 
done the same thing in the poor rate. 
You put the poor rate into the 
landlords’ pockets, you have made them 
clerks for the poor rates, and they have 
taken the opportunity, which you gave 
them, to raise the rents, so that the poor 
rate comes from the people. Your 
object in doing that was te put a scourge 
upon the people, and to drive them out 
into the districts where the land is poor, 
and off the good lands. You now want 
to put one set of Irishmen against 
another. I think that. all Irishmen onght 
to resist this clause. It is a specimen of 
the British generosity to Ireland. For 
my part I should like to see the land- 
lords abolished ; but this was the spirit 


which was applied to the landlords in 
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the Land Acts. I think it is a clause 
which the people will take care not to 
apply. If there is distress, there will be 
distress so long as the clause is in opera- 
tion; but I think this device for shoul- 
dering upon the people of Ireland the 
responsibility of this country will not 
succeed, and that the clause will be a 
dead letter. 


Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) said 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
had admitted that the problem of the con- 

ested districts in Ireland and the poverty 

that existed in parts of Ireland had en- 
gaged his attention, and also the atten- 
tion of his predecessors. It spoke very 
badly for the capability of his prede- 
cessors that nothing effective had ever 
been done in this matter, and that year 
after year Parliament was face to face 
with this question of poverty in Ireland. 
The right honourable Gentleman might 
on this occasion endeavour to lessen that 
poverty, and say that it was so acute 
as it was made out to be. The fact 
that they could get an able-bodied man 
to work for 4s. a week, and to go a long 
distance to his work, was conclusive evi- 
dence that there was acute poverty. The 
present condition of the country was a 
standing disgrace to a rich country like 
this, the richest country in the world. 
It was a disgrace that year after year 
the representatives of Ireland had to 
come before the House and proclaim the 
poverty of their people. The Govern- 
ment had acknowledged the poverty that 
existed, and yet they did nothing to meet 
that poverty ; they endeavoured to shirk 
their responsibilities and to throw upon 
district councils and county councils the 
duties that belonged to the Imperial 
Government. The poverty of these 
counties in Ireland was the direct result 
of the misgovernment of the Irish people. 
The clause was a subterfuge; it en- 
deavuured to throw upon the people the 
burden of relieving the great distress that 
existed in Ireland. He believed that if 
the clausq were passed in its present form 
the counties would be reluctant to put 
it into operation. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.) asked 
what this clause proposed. It pro 
poses to make the large ratepayers, 
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men who farmed hundreds of acres in, 
Galway, pay for the relief of the peasants |the honourable 


of Connemara. There was introducea 
into the Bill a principle which relieved 
the landlord of the liability of half the 
rates. Taking as an example the county 
which he had the honour to represent, he 
should like to know why the shop- 
keepers in the town of Ballinasloe should 
pay for the relief of the people of another 
place. He could not see why a national 
charge should be confined to a county. 
If they were going to make the county 
the unit of area, he would 
that the right honourable 
should make a preferential charge or a 
charge over the whole of Ireland. He 
agreed with the honourable Member for 
East Mayo when he said that this was 
meant as a relief to the British Treasury. 
They all knew that this clause would 
not be put into operation in the western 
counties. The effect would be that the 
people in these remote districts might 
apply to the county council, and the 
county council would refuse to come to 
their relief, and that Irish Members would 
have to appeal to the British Treasury 
to relieve distress. Then they 
would to to the county 
council, did not know that the 
county would allow them- 
selves to be responsible for such a state 
of things. Ali this was a difficulty that 
had existed in Ireland for generations. 
It was the British Government who were 
responsible for that state of things, and not 
the people of Ireland. If the people of Ire- 
land in the past had had their way these 
congested districts would not exist now. If 
the right honourable Gentleman were 
really desirous to relieve distress in those 
poor districts it was not done, in his 
humble judgment, in a Bill of this sort. 
It could only be done by opening the 
purse-strings of the British Treasury. 
That alone could make a permanent im- 
pression on these congested districts 
At present the income was only £40,000 
a year. What was that in the hands of 
a& board which had such an enormous 
coast line? Until the Congested Districts 
Board are in a position to expend a very 
much larger sum than at present they 
would not be able by any such legislation 
as this to relieve themselves from the 
responsibility of having to safeguard the 
lives of these people from starvation. 


Mr. Kilbride. 
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Dr. J. AJ RENTOUL (Down, E.): If 
Gentleman who has 
ispoken looks at the clause he will see 
| that there is provision made, because the 
‘county council is to apply to the Local 
| Government Board, and the Board may, 
\if they think fit, authorise the guardians 
ito act. That being so, there is a safe. 
/guard with regard to large ratepayers. 


| Mr. DILLON: What about the people 


|who are starving! 


Dr. RENTOUL: With reeard to the 
large ratepayers, there is protection con- 
|tained in the clause by the intervention 
‘of the Local Government Board. As to 
the clause generally, I myself am very 
jmuch afraid that the clause will not 
\work. Consequently I should be glad 
lif the Attorney General and the Chief 
|Secretary will consider this matter 
between now and the Report stage. I 
fear it will prove a dead letter. I think 
the county councils will not act in this 


matter. I should be extremely 
astonished if the county council did 
‘ck in this matter. Tie honouratle 


Member who last spoke also said it was 
not fair to place all the burden upon the 
well-to-do parts of the county. I think 
there is a great deal in that argument. 
As to the existence of congested districts, 
I do not think IT have so much sympzthy. 
I have my own opinion as to how these 
cengested districts came into existence. 
The honourable Member for Cork spoke 
about congested districts being brought 
jabout by misrule. My knowledge of 
Ireland is this, that the people attempted 
to live in Ireland in certain parts which 
could not possibly support them. Men 
are attempting to live in Ireland, whereas 
in similar districts in Scotland the ground 
is left uninhabited. The people will not 
‘move, and the result is that it perpetually 
encourages them to lead that sort of life 
which people to-day live in some parts 
of Westminster, where they actually take 
rooms in crowded streets at 10s. a week 
in order to participate in the charity dis- 
tributed there. The same congestion would 
‘be found in Scotland if people did the 
lsame thine. Now that local government is 
\given to Ireland, I do not think it would 
be wise to take the responsibility from 
the county councils in this matter. On 
ithe other hand, I do not think the clause, 
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as it at present stands, will apply to any 
case of exceptional distress in Ireland. 
If that is so, the excellent object which 
the Chief Secretary has in view oi 
making the people in the district have 
seme voice and responsibility in the 
matter, will not be carried out. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I feel that the House wili 
have to allow me to explain my position. 
I propose to vite with the Trish Members 
below the Gangway. It is very obvious 
that if the Irish people can come to this 
House at any period of exceptional dis- 
tress, then assuredly the Government wiil 
have to pay money out of the British 
Exchequer, and the interests of the 
British taxpayers will be touched. It 
has been stated on both sides of the 
House that the clause as it stands will 
become inoperative. It certainly will 
cause a good deal of friction. Many of 
the Nationalists in Ireland have opposed 
it, and, I think, on very good grounds. 
It deals, I understand, with cases of 
exceptional distress. Now, cases of excep- 
tional distress have occurred over and 
over again. Anyone who has visited the 
west of Ireland must see what the effect 
will be in the future. The Imperial 
Government must see that this is a very 
difficult matter. But it is better for the 
Imperial Government to face enormous 
difficulties than to leave them to the 
county councils to deal with. In the 
English Bill of 1880 we have nothing of 
this kind introduced, and I do not see 
why an exception should be made in 
Ireland because Ireland is poor. An 
appeal has been made to this House over 
and over again for money out of the 
Imperial funds. There has been the 
question of agricultural distress, and we 
have had Commissions which have re- 
ported in favour of Imperial interven- 
tion. It is to the Imperial Government 
that the TJrish poor must look for 
assistance rather than to district councils. 
I hope that the Government will sec 
their way to make some modification in 
this clause, if they cannot withdraw it. 
Now, Sir, I have listened carefully to the 
arguments which have been used by 
honourable Members opposit? who object 
to this proposal. I quite admit that a 
Measure dealing with the permanent 
difficulty of distress in the west of Ireland 
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must be sustained upon Imperial funds 
and not those of the county or district. 
All arguments against the proposal have 
resolved themselves into this: that 
it is designed to save the Imperial 
‘Treasury from bearing any _ share 
in the relief of exceptional distress 
where such relief appears to be 
necessary: that will be a matter 
for consideration in every case, as it is 
now. The general object of this clause 
is to extend the principle of union rating. 
At the present time, as the Committee 
know, the burden of outdoor relief falls, 
as a rule, on the electoral district. This 
will be changed by the Bill, all the 
expenditure being thrown on the union 
at large. It is a further extension of 
the principle to provide that, where 
there is exceptional distress, the county 
council, taking to itself a certain respon- 
sibility with regard te the suspension 
of the existing law as regards outdoor 
relief, shall, at the same time, take upon 
itself a certain part of the burden of the 
expenditure thereby incurred. Mr. 
Lowther, we have a double object in this 
clause. As the Committee know, out- 
door relief has only been given to Ireland 
under certain strict conditions, but some 
four or five times within the last 15 
years it has been found necessary to 
relax those conditions in consequence of 
the exceptional distress existing in the 
west of Ireland. It is considered incon- 
venient and undesirable that recourse 
shall always be had to Parliament before 
these rules can be relaxed in these excep- 
tional cases, and. at the same time it is 
undesirable to repeal the laws which, 
when » normal condition oi thine: has 
to be dealt with, are wise and wholesome 
laws. Therefore. it is provided in the 
clause that when the guardians have an 
exceptional condition of distress to deal 
with they can appeal to the county 
council, and the council can refer to the 
Local Government Board to relax the 
conditions of outdoor relief. Well, if 
the county council has this power—for 
power, practically, it will be—it is emi- 
nently desirable that it should at the same 
time take a certain amount of pecuniary 
responsibility on behalf of the rate 
pavers. There is an additional reason 
why it is desirable in these cases that 
the county council should take upon 
itself a certain portion of the pecuniary 
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responsibility. Sir, we have now had 
considerable experience of the existing 
practice, which up to the present year 
has been that, where exceptional distress 
has existed in the west of Ireland, the 
local authorities have been practically 
relieved of all responsibility, and the 
entire burden has been thrown upon the 
Exchequer. The result has been that it 
has been practically to the interest of 
every person in these distressed districts 
to magnify this distress; and this 
has been done consistently, not merely 
during the present year, but on every 
previous occasion. This exaggeration 
has had a most demoralising effect upon 
the population concerned, because, when 
periods of difficulty occurred, they were 
taught not so to conduct themselves as 
to diminish the distress in the future, 
but simply te look to the Imperiat 
Exchequer, or to the public bounty. 
There can be nothing more fatal to the 
morale of « population than to have this 
idea continually held up to their minds. 
I do not for a moment contend that this 
proposal in itself will be a method for 


dealing with the permanent condition of | 


things in the west of Ireland, but I do 
think it most important that we should 
endeavour to drive out of the minds of 
the people in the west of Ireland that 
their condition, when the harvest is a 
little worse than usual, is a condition 
which the Exchequer of this country is 
bound to come forward to relieve. Now, 
Sir, it has been said that the proposal 
will be inoperative. My honourable 
Friend the Member for East Down takes 
that view. J do not believe it at all. 
I firmly believe that when a condition of 
things exists that calls for relief from 


outside the guardians will make a 
revresentation to the county coun- 
cil and the county council will, 
under the circumstances. if they 
feel additional relief is necessary, be 


bound, in the interests of humanity, to 
exercise their powers under this clause 
In no sense will this clause lay on the 
unions the county councils burdens 
which they cannot bear: but I do think, 
in the interests ef everyhodv concerned, 
that a far greater share of the responsi- 
bility should be thrown upon the local 
authorities to deal with this question 
than kas hitherto been done. 

Mr. J. A. Pease. 


or 
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Mr.. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land): I have listened very carefully tu 
this Debate, and I think I may say that 
I have an open mind on the question, 
My conclusion is that the most damaging 
speech made against the clause was tha! 
to which we have just listened. The 
right honourable Gentleman has admitted 
that the relief of the Imperial Exchequer 
will be an incidental consequence, and in 
legislation consequences, and not objects, 
have to be dealt with; and it must be 
assumed that when the proposer of a law 
declares certain consequences which will 
ensue, he intended such consequences. | 
will not go into the historical aspect of 
the question, like the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Down, and I do not regard 
it as a question between landlord and 
tenant, or between the different classes in 
Ireland. The whole question is one as to 
whether responsibility for exceptional 
distress should be local or imperial. I 
will first deal with the point of the right 
honourable Gentleman, that the responsi- 
bility ought to be local. What was the 
argument he gave for that? It was an 
argument which, I think, establishes our 
case. The argument was that if a local 
body should take the responsibility of 
recognising this distress, they were 
bound, at the same time, to accept the 
pecuniary responsibility as well. Our 
whole point is that the question of dis- 
tress ought not to be dealt with piece’ 
meal, but as a great problem to be per- 
manently settled. We submit that the 
problem is Imperial, and the solution 
must be on Imperial responsibility. But 
that is not the position of the right 
honourable Gentleman. He says that the 
local bodies are the best to deal with it. 
Let us see how it works out. You put the 
responsibility of a particular congested 
district not merely on the congested dis- 
trict itself, but on the county to which 
the congested district belongs. Now, Sir, 
[ can understand the argument of makiag 
the responsibility of a congested district 
a national responsibility, but I can under- 
stand no argument in favour of making 
it a county obligation. What is the fact? 
Is it not the fact that the counties in Ire 
land, in which these congested districts 
are situate, are the poorest in Ireland? 
You are asking poor Kerry to assist poor 
Kerry, poor Mayo to assist poor Mayo, 
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poor Donegal to assist poor Donegal, and 
Galway in the same way. It would be 
much more reasonable to ask Dublin or 
Meath, or the other counties in Ireland, 
to come to the rescue of those congested 
districts than the poor counties to which 
the congested districts belong. Therefore, 
I say, if you are to extend Irish local 
responsibility over these congested dis- 
tricts, the extension should take the 
shape of an Irish and national responsi- 
bility, and not to be confined to the poor 
districts. I understand that the county 
of Cork is to be divided under the juris- 
diction of two county councils. One por- 
tion of the county, I believe, contains the 
whole of the congested districts of the 
county of Cork. So that, even in the 
county of Cork itself, you limit the 
responsibility for a congested district, not 
to the county at large, but to the resi- 
dents of the congested district itself. I 
do not think I need say more to show 
that this proposition carries its own con- 
demnation with it. The honourable and 
learned Member for East Down said that 
the orizin and source of the distress in 
these congested districts was due to the 
fact that people would not leave the land, 
and attempted to live in certain portions 
where it could not possibly support them, 
and he went on to say that the proper 
remedy was for them to abandon the 
attempt. I observed, with some shock, 
that the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary cheered that observation. 
What does that mean? Let us 
strip it of the language in which 
it is ciotned, and come down to 
concrete facts. What does it mean? 
It means that the remedy the Chief 
Secretary has to offer, the one remedy to 
which he assents, is that there shall be 
more emigration. The right ‘honourable 
Gentleman assents to that proposal. It 
almost breaks one’s heart and makes one 
despair of anything like an attempt—I 
will not say of a just and generous kind, 
but of a statesmanlike kind—in dealing 
with this problem in Ireland, to hear 
such a resolution as that put forward 
by an honourable and learned Member 
representing an Irish constituency. I 
speak of this subject not merely from an 
Trish, but from an Imperial point of 
view, and I say that the British states- 
man must be blind, and deaf, and almost 
insane, who puts forward the view that 
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a further bleeding of the Irish popula- 
tion is necessary to give prosperity to 
Ireland, and greater efficiency to the 
nation. I may say that, so far as we 
can prevent it—so far as every patriotic 
Irishman can prevent it—not one single 
man, woman, or child, shall be taken 
from the already depleted population of 
Ireland. The reason I call attention to 
the cheer of the right honourable Gentle- 
man is, that we now understand what 
he means by the permanent settlement 
of the congested districts. It is not to 
extend the holdings of the poor, although 
there is plenty of land. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The real 
question is this. I have no doubt what- 
ever that any man who has studied the 
question knows that there are parts of 
the western counties of Ireland. in which 
the population cannot be adequately 
accommodated. As to the remedy, that 
is another question. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: The honour- 
able and learned Member for East 
Down left no doubt whatever about the 
remedy he proposes, and I interpreted 
his words in the only way they can be 
interpreted. 


Dr. RENTOUL: The honourable 
Member and myself are both emigrants 
to our great advantage. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I have two 
comments to make to that interruption. 
In the first place it is more flattering to 
me at least than it is relevant; and 
secondly, in the case of the honourable 
and learned Gentleman—I omit myself 
altogether—what has been England’s gain 
has been Ireland’s loss. But, treating the 


interruption seriously, does anybody 
imagine that there is any parallel 
between the ordinary Irish peasant 


trained only on a patch of land, and the 
honourable and learned Gentleman who, 


with the advantages of education in 
Ireland, started life in England with 


considerable advantages. Coming back, 
however, to the speech of the honour- 
able and learned Member, and _ put- 
ting on it the only interpretation it 
will bear, I want to know what the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary meant by cheering it. If he means 
that these people are living on small 
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patches that they cannot make self-sup- 
porting, L agree. I do believe there will 
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be recurrent famine in these districts 
until the patches on which the 
people live are enlarged, but I hold 
that the enlargement should come 
from the soil of Ireland, and _ not 
from the soil of any other nation. 
The right, honourable Gentleman has 


made an admirable speech in favour of 
my honourable Friend’s Motion against 
this clause, and I hope that when we go 
into the Lobby it will have the full sup- 


port of all the representatives from 
Ireland. 

Se TT. G. ESMONDE: I am 
afraid that, however well-intentioned 
the right honourable Gentleman _ is, 
this clause will be found to be 
very defective. I would ask _ the 
right honourable Gentleman to study 


the conditions of unions in the West of 
Ireland. Let us suppose that there is a 
period of exceptional distress in one of 
the divisions of the county of Kerry. The 
county council of Kerry agree that this 
is exceptional distress, and they allow a 
certain amount of money to be voted for 
the purpose of meeting it. A part of that 
money is to be a county charge; the 
other part is recoverable from the par- 
ticular district concerned. Now, how are 
vou going to recover an additional rate 
in a division where the annual valuation 
of an enormous number of ratepayers is 
twelve, or ten, or even seven shillings? 
How aie you going to make these people 
pay an additional rate to meet excep- 
tional distress, when they are already 
taxed to the amount of, ten, eleven, or 
even tweive shillings in the pound? No 
matter how well-intentioned, it would be 
absolutely impossible to put this clause 
into operation in such a case. Youmust 
remember that a great number of these 
ratepayers are themselves in a condition 
of chronic distress, and I do not see how 
vou can get an additional rate out of 
them. My honourable Friends have taken 
a wise course in this matter. The issue 
is whether this recurrent distress in Ire- 
land is to be remedied locally, or is, by 
the Imperial Parliament, to be settled 
once for all. JI donot think this question 
is very difficult to settle. I believe that 
if the local industries in many of the dis. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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tricts in the west of Ireland were pro- 
perly developed—even the one single 
industry of the fisheries—we would have 
much less distress than at present. The 
proper policy is to give the Congested 
Districts Board enough of money to 
deal with the question. The Board does 
already an enormous amount of good in 
some districts, and its action, limited as 
it has been, has done much to prevent 
recurrent famine. The proper policy 
is to face the situation boldly, and for the 
Government to announce that they are 
prepared to put it in the power of the 
Congested Districts Board to develop the 
resources of these districts. That is the 
only way of settling this question of 
recurrent distress in the west of Ireland. 
The right honourable Gentleman assures 
us, of course, that this clause will not 
bar all treatment of exceptional distress 
by the Imperial Parliament. But the 
treatment of distress by the Imperial 
Parliament is not such as we should 
desire. This year in the west of Ireland 
there has been exceptional distress. I 
did not believe the distress was so great 
until I had learned its extent for myself. 
No doubt in the west of Ireland people 
are dying of starvation, and such a con- 
dition as that is a disgrace to the Im- 
perial Parliament. I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will not think 
these remarks are made in any offensive 
spirit. We have endeavoured to lay the 
matter before him, and while, no doubt, 
he means well, we hope he will take 
adequate action in the matter. 


*Mr. HORACE PLUNKETT (Dublin 
Co., S.): The opinion has been expressed 
on the other side of the House by more 
than one speaker that the Government 
should frankly declare that they are pre 
pared to apply some permanent remedy 
tc this problem. Now the honourable 
Baronet who has just sat down says the 
question is: are the Government going 
to take up this matter, and settle it 
once and for all? Does any man in the 
House imagine that this problem of the 
distress in the west of Ireland can be 
settled once for all? It must inevitably 
take many years of hard and incessant 
work to settle. I think it would be 
hardly fair to say that the Government 
are not making a beginning. As to 
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whether they are doing all they should 
do is a matter for argument, but to say 
that a beginning has not been made 
would be a flat contradiction of the facts. 
It has also been stated that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary has declared in favour of emigration. 
I have had an opportunity of discussing 
with him every remedy that has been 
suggested, but I never heard him mention 
the word Everybody 
must admit that there are a large 
number of districts in the west of Ire- 
land that will not, no matter what you 
do, support the people in them, and a 
certain number of these people must be 
moved. No one suggests that they should 
be moved out of the country. We dis- 
cussed this question in connection with a 
Congested Districts Bill a few Wednes- 
I think this 
proposition was freely admitted then. 
But the question arises, how is the land 
to be obtained into which to move 


“emigration.” 


days ago in this House. 


these people where land is not avail- 
able adjacent to their holdings? 
proposed that 
should be obtained by com- 

powers, but the Chief Sec- 
retary, on the occasion of that pro- 
posal, think, 
that to do so at that stage, at any rate, 
would make it more difficult for the Con- 
gested Districts Board to obtain land. I 
have come to a very definite conclusion 
I believe that it is 
necessary, in order to permanently deal 
with the distress, to spend a vast amount 


It has been these 
lands 


pulsory 


proved conclusively, I 


upon this problem. 


of money in education in these districts. 
Until these unfortunate people have been 
morally and intellectually raised above 





their present condition 
Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Morally! 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I do not use the 
term in any way that reflects on the 
character of the people—I have never 
said anything against their morals, but I 
will withdraw the word “morally,” and sitb- 
stitute “socially””—until they have been 
socially and intellectually raised above 
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their present condition, which I believe 
can be done, although it is not the proper 
time to say in what way—but until this has 
been brought about. I believe it is impos- 
sible to effectively assist them. But we 
are not dealing with the question of per- 
manent relief, but of temporary relief. 
The only question we are now dealing 
with is, whether, when exceptional dis- 
tress arises, the district or county council 
shall have the first responsibility in con- 
nection with that distress, or whether 
it should all be thrown on _ the 
Imperial Government. There is, of 
course, a third alternative, which I 
do not think has been suggested—that 
the financial responsibility should be 
spread, not over particular counties, but 
over the whole of Ireland, and personally 
I do not say that I should be very much 
opposed to such a proposal as that. I 
should like to see this question as ia 
responsibilities in cases of exceptional 
distress a little further considered. The 
honourable Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool has told us of the 
effect of the Chief Secretary’s plan in 
county Cork; still I am not prepared to 
say any better suggestion can be made ; 
and as the Government have frankly 
admitted that the permanent remedy was 
an Imperial question, and have further 
admitted that in cases of temporary dis- 
tress, if the local resources were unduly 
pressed upon, the Imperial Government 
must step in, I must say that I am not 
prepared now to object to the clause, 
which simply gives the local bodies power 
to obtain funds, and does not change 
whatever responsibility there now rests 
upon the Imperial Government. 


Mr. DILLON: The right honour- 
able Gentleman who has just sat 
down has not told us whether he was 
in favour of this clause or against it, and 
{ certainly did hope for some more 
definite statement from a gentleman who 
is looked upon as an expert on the ques- 
tion. The right honourable Member 
assured us that the first thing to be 
done was to educate the people, morally 
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and intellectually, in Ireland, when they 
are at present starving. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I withdrew the 
word “morally.” 
Mr. DILLON: Socially, then. It is 


very cold comfort to a people who are 
starving to say that the first thing to 


do is to raise them socially and 
intellectually. 
*Mr. PLUNKETT: The honourable 


Member misrepresents me. I was not 
dealing with the question of temporary 
distress, but with a permanent remedy. 


Mr. DILLON: Whether you are deal- 
ing with temvorary distress or per- 
manent remedy, exactly the same prin- 
ciple arises. Because the first step in a 
permanent remedy is not to socially and 
intellectually lift the people, but to place 
them under some new circumstances by 
which they can earn a decent living. 
If you give these people an opportunity 
of doing that, and leave them alone, [ 
know they will elevate themselves socially 
and intellectually, as Irishmen have done 
in other countries to which they have 
gone. Now I turn to the speech of the 
night honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, and throughout 
it he said that this clause is not intended 
to relieve the Imperial Exchequer of 
responsibility for temporary distress. 
Well, Sir, I cannot accept any such state- 
ment. If he proposes—it he really means 
it, why not put something into the Bill 
which will bind him in that responsibility ? 
What was one of the arguments in favour 
of granting this power to county coun- 
cils to relax the law with regard to 
temporary relief? One of the strongest 
reasons was that it is necessary at certain 
intervals to come before the House of 
Commons for a Bill when there would 
be exceptional distress in Ireland. And 
why does he not wish to do that? Why, 
because it compels the Government to 
admit that there is exceptional distress, 
and one of the principal objects in draft- 
ing this Bill is to avoid coming to Par- 
liament. That is one of the exact rea- 
sons why we do not want this clause to 
be passed. We have had experience of 
this, and when a Bill would be brought 


Mr. Dillon. 
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in Ministers would deny that exceptional 


332 


distress did exist. I say it would be 
impossible to extract from a Minister 
such an admission. That one reason in 
favour of this clause is a very strong 
argument against it. The right honour. 
able Gentleman said that if this clause 
were passed it would not relieve the Im- 
perial Exchequer of the responsibilities 
of dealing with distress in the western 
counties, yet it was shown that such dis- 
tress really did exist. It has been shown 
by the representatives of Ireland in this 
House that the demands of relief com- 
mittees would be met by the one answer, 
that if there was distress amongst the 
people. he would have the best means of 
knowing, and the county council, who 
would be on the spot, had not. There 
fore, I maintain that the way this clause 
would work would be as I say—the effect 
of the county council not acting would 
be his reply on every Bill. Let me turn 
to the question which was raised by the 
honourable Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool, and to which no 
answer has been given. There is no 
doubt that in this Bill the principle of 
union rating is to be substituted for divi- 
sional rating, but that does not carry 
us to the principle of county rating for 
exceptional distress, and I have not heard 
one argument jin favour of confining 
all the responsibilities to the poorer 
counties, and not separating them. We 
have had some experience in Ireland, 
because after the great famine the 
Government of this country tried to apply 
in Ireland the system of national aid, 
and for two years the rate was levied 
all over the country to aid distress in 
the west and south of Ireland. One year 
it was a sixpenny rate, then it was two- 
pence or threepence, and nearly £300,000 
was levied from the ratepayers to relieve 
the Imperial Exchequer. I would put 
this to the right honourable Gentlemen 
from the north of Ireland opposite, and 
to their constituents. I hope we shall 
obtain some support from them in this 
stand we are taking. I appeal to the 
honourable Member for the St. Stephen’s 
Green Division and to the Members for 
northern constituencies—if they allow 
this clause to pass, they will be acting 
badly for themselves, because distress 
may at any time come to Dublin or 
other parts of Ireland. 
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The honourable Member was still 
speaking at half-past five, when, by the 
Kules oi the House, the Debate was 
adjourned. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. 
Chair, 


Spekarr having resumed the 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Mancheste-, 
E.): Sir, as regards the business for 
to-morrow, it will be necessary to take 
the Bill embodying the money resolution 
under this Bill as the first Order of the 
Day 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May 
Imake a suggestion to the right honour- 
able Gentleman, that the Bill so far as 
it has gone should be reprinted with the 
Amendments already made? That is not an 
unusual course. May I make the further 
suggestion to the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary that his clause 
as to the officers under the Bill, which 
has been freely canvassed by those 
gentlemen in Ireland, should be put down 
as a new clause on the Paper? If that 
is done it will simplify the understanding 
of the matter by showing how it is 
intended to run in the Bill. 


THs CHIEF SECRETARY to THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GERALD Batrour, Leeds, Central): Yes, 
Sir; I have no objection to that. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman put the 
new clause on the Paper? 


Mr. G. BALFOUR: I have no objec- 
tion to put it on the Paper. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S8.): May I ask 
the Leader of the House whether the 
money resolution Bill to which he has 
referred will have precedence to-morrow 
over the resumption of the Debate on this 


Bill? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Yes, Sir; that will be so. If we 
once teke the money Bill we can hardly 
interrupt it at that stage. 
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NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN CHURCHES 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork, County, Mid): 
I object. 


*Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): I 
hope the honourable Member will not 
cbject to this Bill, which is supported by 
honourable Members on both sides of the 
House. It simply enacts that where 
monuments have been erected in churches 
out of public money they shall not be 
removed by the ecclesiastical authorities 
without the permission of Parliament ; 
and that the permission of Parliament 
shall be obtained only by laying a scheme 
on the Table of this House and of the 
other House, for six weeks, and if no 
objection is taken the scheme may be 
carried out. 


Dr. TANNER: I object, Sir. 


Bill consequently postponed to the 11th 
of May. 


ANTIQUITIES (IRELAND) (TRANSFER) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 
An HonovraBLe Member: I object. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: I hope the 
honourable Member will not persist in hig 
objection, because this Bill is backed by 
an honourable Member on his side of 
the House, and its object is one which 
everybody agrees with. 


Objection repeated, and the Bill post. 
poned to this day week. 


POST OFFICE (CARRIAGE OF GAME) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THe SECRETARY vo tHe TREA.- 
SURY (Mr. Hansury, Preston): I am 
afraid I must object to this Bill, as we 
have not had time properly to consider 
it. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): May I beg the right honourable 
Gentleman to allow the Bill to go on? 
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Mr. W. REDMOND: I would appeal 


to the Secretary to the Treasury to allow 
this Bill to be read a second time, as it is 
supported by honourable Gentlemen 
opposite as well as by honourable Mem- 
bers on this side, who will be willing to 
accept any Amendments which the Post 
Office authorities may propose. 


Bill postponed to the 11th of May. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: I beg to say that 
I will now block every other Bill to-day. 


POOR LAW ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Dr. TANNER: I object. 

Mr. E. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): May 
I appeal to the honourable Member? 
This Bill is supported on both sides of the 
House, and contains no contentious 
matter, while it affects a large number of 
boards of guardians. I do hope honour- 
able Members will not object to the Bill, 
and I would ask the Secretary to the 
Local Government Board whether he has 
accepted it or not. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
Russett, Tyrone, S.): As my honourable 
Friend has appealed to me, I wish to 
say that a very large number of 
boards of guardians are very much 
interested in the Bill. We have given 
to it great consideration, and we think 
it is a Bill which may safely be read a 
second time. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: What does it do? 

Mr. E. FLOWER: It will allow boards 
of guardians to take over the care of 
children from parents convicted of crime 


in certain cases. 


Objection repeated and Bill postponed. 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS. 


On the Motion for the Adjournmer‘ 
of the House, 
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Sm T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W,), 
said: Mr. Speaker, I believe I give 
expression to the very general sense of 
the House in saying that the present 
arrangement for dealing with private 
Members’ Bills is exceedingly objec- 
tionable. There are a number of 
Measures introduced every Session— 
Measures which are often very beneficial 
and non-controversial, and Measures 
upon which Members on both sides of the 
House are agreed; and yet, because 
under the Standing Orders of this 
House, objections, and occasionally what 
I may call frivolous objections, are taken 
tc these Bills, Session after Session 
they cannot be passed. Now, to-day we 
have had a Scotch Bill, which is very 
much required in Scotland, and is a non- 
controversial Bill, containing no con- 
tentious matter, another Bill dealing with 
national monuments in churches, which 
is non-controversial and urgently needed, 
and we have also an Irish Bill which would 
enable us in Ireland to get back certain 
Celtic ornaments which have been taken 
from ireland and placed in the British 
Museum, and that is a Bill to which no 
one could reasonably object. Yet these 
four Bills and others have been objected 
to, and, of course, under the existing 
system, these bills will not be passed 
this Session. Sir, may I humbly sug- 
gest to you this question ? Would it be 
possible for you to take the matter into 
consideration before next Session in 
order to get some change made in the 
orders and regulations of the House so 
as to—— =|C'ries of “ No, no.”| Well. 
it would be a matter for the Govern- 
ment to consider; but, Sir, we should be 
quite willing to leave the matter in your 
hands, in order to arrive at some arrange- 
ment whereby non-controversial Bills, 
which are universally accepted, and 
which are really for useful purposes, may 
be protected against what I must call 
a system of frivolous objections. 





Mr. JAMES LOWTHER = (Kent, 
Thanet): Mr. Speaker. the honourable 
Baronet who has just spoken, I am 
bound to say, is not the person I should 
have expected to raise this question, 
occupying as he does. a responsible and 
honourable position connected with that 
party which has certainly not been very 
prominent in affording facilities for the 
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progress of private Members’ Bills. As|it very much, because it is the first time 
I understand the honourable Baronet, |I have endeavoured to legislate. I have 
he advocates the swb silentio passing of | myself, so far as I know, never objected 
Measures, which he considers desirable | to any Bill. It is altogether contrary to 
whatever the House may think of them ; | my nature to offer objections, especially 
put I hope that suggestion will not be| to Measures which I know nothing what- 
adopted. _ever about, and I sincerely endorse the 
| observations of the honourable Member 
Sim J. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North-| for Kerry, who has referred to one of 
wich): Sir, it has been for a good many | the Bills objected to this afternoon, which 
years my strong belief that this House | had for its _purpose the removal of a 
should consider the advisability of adopt- purely technical difficulty in the way of 
ing the system which is adopted almost | returning to Ireland from the British 
universally by the Legislatures of} Museum certain old Celtic ornaments. 


Md at is that every Bill is ee Ea 
Ait ~ that sinitheis Siaheae ein) Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
asst smiggy as Milter: | Member will not be in order in discussing 


brought before the House. I am) : ‘ : 
; ‘ th ect at Bill. 
satisfied that the time of the House | e object of that Bi 


would be very greatly saved if some | 
such scheme were adopted. There are | 
Bills, Sir, which are brought before this | 
House day after day, or, at any rate, | 


reek after week, which never have any | : 
sc at Kadai scan: aa vet they |10F Kerry has complained—namely, the 
iia i Be aap -~ 7 | jections offered ; is stage i 
take up the time of the House just as| objectio offered at this stage hi Bills 
; I : | which are really non-controversial, and 
much as Bills which ought to be passed. | ak ake ead. eae ae a 
Ihave thought the matter over for many | . ‘ as ld ) Negaca - ‘ : y nat : 
years, and I am one who is urgently | 1” Ky oe oe oe ~~ 
ae 3 ii hold a| believe, of the vast majority of the 
desirous that this House should hold a| liesahé ‘even if thik wee mak ahead 
high position amongst the Legislatures of | pe 2 tae 4 xs Me 8 k I y 
. sup od. As s, Mr. Speak 2 
the world, in respect of the workmanlike | tokens Tew Medan pags mage: 
ics’ at ike Setekadies | nothing for it myself but to fall into 
character oO 8 egisli . . . = e ° 
= © ‘this practice of objecting. My two 
simple Bills have been objected to, and, 
if that objection is persisted in, I shall 
1ave to come down every evening and 
adopt this practice, which is most 
repugnant to my nature, of cbjecting to 


Mr. W. REDMOND: I am quite aware 
of that, Mr. Speaker, and I merely 
alluded to it by way of illustrating the 
evil of which the honourable Member 


Mr. W. REDMOND: With reference 
to what the right honourable Member | 
for Thanet has said as to the action of | 
honourable Members on this side of the | 
House in objecting to the Bills, he will, | 
perhaps, bear in mind that the Bills| every Bill proposed by honourable 
objected to on this side of the House | Gentlemen opposite. 
have generally been, if not always, Bills 
of a controversial character. The com-| Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Eere- 
plaint which the honourable Baronet, the| mont): I should like to say, Sir, 
Member for Kerry has raised is as to| that I am fully in sympathy with the 
Bills being objected to which are prac- ‘ 
tically non-controversial, and which have 
been backed by Members of all parties | —— secaiate : , 
in the House. ‘Now, two Bills this after-| Kerry. As this discussion has arisen, I 
noon, the second reading of which I| wish to ask the Government whether 
endeavoured to get carried, are both| they cannot find some method of dealing 
Bills which have received the support of,| with this long list of private Members’ 
and been backed by, Members on both 
sides of the House. Yet they were 


remarks which have fallen from the 
honourable Baronet the Member for 


Bills more in accordance with the dignity 

: : of this House, and with the dignity and 
objected to, not, I believe, because there} , m2 5 
was any real objection to the object of interests of the constituents which 
ie Bills. but in accordance with the| honourable Members represent, than 

‘ Ss « . . 
practice which prevails of objecting to such a system as we have witnessed this 
Bills at this hour. Personally, I feel| afternoon? 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I sug- 
gest that what we want is some 
Measure to prevent so many private 
Members’ Bills being brought in. It 
seems to me that there is a great waste 
of public money in printing these Bills, 
which have not the smallest chance of 
passing, and I really think that some 
restriction ought to be placed on an 
abuse of this kind, especially as, when 
a Bill has been squeezed through 
this House, it is liable to be re- 
jected elsewhere. On the whole, I 
cordially agree in the view expressed on 
this matter by the right honourable 
Member for Thanet. Usually we do not 
agree in our opinions, but on questions 
of this kind I am inclined to agree with 
him. It is absurd to suppose that 
Members of Parliament should devote 
themselves to the task of reading the 
300 or 400 Bills which are brought in 
every year; and, in my opinion, anyone 
who protects the House in that respect 
by acting as a common blocker serves a 
very useful purpose. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): This is 
the result of the change made 10 years 
ago by the then Conservative Govern- 
ment in bringing in the 12 o’clock and 
the half-past 5 o’clock rule. Before that 
time it was possible for private Members 
to get Bills passed, and a large amount 
of legislation was passed, not by the 
Government, but by private Members. 
Now, under present circumstances, it is 
utterly impossible ; and the fact is that 
we are called here only for the purpose of 
passing Government Bills, and the sooner 
we make up our minds to it the better. 
Departmental Bills brought in by the 
Government, which could not be stopped 
merely by the exclamation, “I object!” 
have often prevented Measures pro- 
moted by private Members from being 
passed; and the only remedy would 


be to go back to the old plan 
of giving us an _ opportunity of 


these Bills 
One _ o’clock. 


dealing with 
Twelve and 


between 


There 
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was a very wise Amendment proposed 
limiting speeches on Bills introduced and 
read a first time, and with regard to non- 
controversial Bills we might insist upon 
that being done. Under this new plan you 
must take your chance of any person 
objecting, for all sorts of 
spirituous and otherwise. 


reasons, 


*Dr. TANNER: I feel, Sir, in this 
particular case rather strongly. For 
years past, I have, of course—more or 
less in pursuance of the policy of my 
dear old friend, Joseph Biggar—opposed 
Bills and tried to prevent other legisla- 
tion passing simply because Irish legisla- 
tion was not allowed to pass. It was 
simply quid pro quo. The smallest Irish 
Measure introduced from these Benches 
was strenuously opposed under the old 
system by blocking, and now, under 
the system of objecting, continued 
to the present time. Accordingly, 
Sir, I can tell honourable Members 
opposite, and I can assure the House, 
that whatever opprobrium I may incur 
by merely doing my duty, I shall strive 
to do my duty to the end without fear 
and without favour, according to the 
rules of the House and for the benefit 
of the Party to which I belong. 


Mr. J. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): I would like to remind the House 
of a suggestion made on this subject by 
the honourable and learned Member for 
Plymouth, who took a common-sense 
view of the question, that a Bill which 
had obtained a Second Reading in one 
Session should be taken up in the follow- 
ing Session at the stage at which it had 
been left. I would urge that that is a 
practical way in which this difficulty 
might be met. 


House adjourned at 5.58. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 5th May 1898. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Queen’s consent signified; Reported 
from Select Committee with amendments. 


POWELL DUFFRYN STEAM COAL 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported with amendments. 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


Reported with an amendment. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Order made on 25th April last appoint- 
ing certain Lords Select Committee to 
consider Bill, discharged. 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.) 


(Jueen’s consent signified; Reported 
froin Select Committee with amendments. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL, [H.L.] 


Report from Select Committee, That 
Committee had not proceeded with con- 
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sideration of Bill, opposition thereto 
having been withdrawn; Read, and 


ordered to lie on the Table: Orders mada 
on 7th March and Thursday last dis 
charged ; Bill committed. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from Select Committee with 
amendments. 


SAINT THOMAS AND ST. SAVIOUR, 


SOUTHWARK BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from Select Committee, That 
Bill on being reported should be referred 
to Chairman of Committees, in order that 
certain proofs and consents may be given 
in respect thereof ; Read, and agreed to: 
Bill reported from Select Committee, 
with amendments, and re-committed. 


KNOTT END RAILWAY BILL. 


Read second time, and committed: 
Committee to be proposed by Committee 
of Selection. 


ENFIELD GAS BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


BUCKIE (CLUNIE) HARBOUR BILL. 


LJ 


Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS) BILL. 


Brought from Commons. 


CORPORATION OF LONDON (FOREIGN 
CATTLE MARKET, DEPTFORD) BILL. 


Brought from Commons; Read first 
time, and referred to Examiners. 


R 


Se ee 








































Sh heya gb ESAS Sagem as an 7 jee” tot 


343 Returns. 
RETURNS, ETC. 


EDUCATION, 


Return respecting: Laid before the 
House (pursuant to order of the 18th 
of March last), and to be printed. 
[No. 62.] 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


COMMERCIAL, 1898. 


No. 3. Correspondence relating to 


Sugar Bounties ; 


No. 4. Suez Canal; Returns of Ship- 
ping and Tonnage, 1895, 1896, 
and 1897: 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
I—Annual Series: Diplomatic ind 
Consular Reports on Trade and Finance: 
No. 2,068. Greece (Pirzeus) ; 
No. 2,069. Turkey (Trebizond and 
Sivas Vilayets) : 
No. 2,070. France (Pondicherry and 
Karikal) ; 
No. 2,071. Portugal (Mozambique) ; 
No. 2,072. China (Foochow) ; 
No. 2,073. China (Ningpo) ; 
No. 2,074. Brazil (Pernambuco) ; 
No. 2,075. Italy (Leghorn). 


e 


II.—Miscellaneous Series: Reports on 
Subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest : 


No. 455. United States (Report on the 
Trade between the United States and 
China) : 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Return of Proceedings, for the month 
of February, 1898: 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LAND LAW ACTS AND LAND 
PURCHASE ACTS (IRELAND). 
Royal Commission of Inquiry into the 
procedure and practice and the methods 
of valuation followed by the Land Com- 
mission, the Land Judges’ Court, and the 
Civil Bill Courts in Ireland, under the 
Land Acts and the Land Purchase Acts: 

Volume II. Minutes of Evidence : 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statute made by the Governing Body 
of Pembroke College, Oxford, on the 7th 
December, 1897, making an addition to 
Clause 16, Statute VI., of the College 
Statutes: Laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and tobe printed. [No. 63] 


COMMONS ACT, 1876. 

Report by the Board of Agriculture 
upon an application for a Provisional 
Order for the regulation of Runcorn 
Heath and Runcorn Hill, Cheshire: 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


JOURNAL COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the One hundred 
and twenty-ninth volume of the Journals 
(60 and 61 Vic.), with an Index, was 
ready for delivery ; Read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table; and the said Volume 
ordered to be delivered in the same 
manner as the preceding volumes of the 
Journals have been delivered. 
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NEW BILLS. 





ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN AT 
SCHOOL (SCOTLAND) BILL. [H.L.] 
To further amend the law of Scotland 

with respect to the attendance of chil- 

dren at school; Presented by the Srcrz- 


rary for Scotnanp (Lord Baurovr) ; 
Read first time; and to be printed. 
[No. 64.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS) BILL. 


Read first time; and to be printed. 
[No. 65.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 





LUNACY BILL. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I beg to move 
the Second Reading of this Bill, which is 
substantially the same as last year. 
The state of business then obliged me 
to say that I should drop all opposed 
clauses in the hope of passing the rest 
without occupation of time. That course, 
nevertheless, did not secure its passage, 
and this year the Government propose 
that it shall not be dropped, but passed, 
after full consideration of all that may 
be said on the clauses. The main occa- 
sion for the introduction of the Bill was 
a feeling that the power to make urgency 
orders for the detention of persons sup- 
posed to be of unsound mind should be 
safeguarded. While thinking this object 
of great importance, it is no less impor- 
tant to avoid doing anything which will 
interfere with the promptest treatment 
in proper cases. When it was first pro- 
posed, more than 10 years ago, to make 
the order of a justice a necessary condi- 
tion of the detention of a person as a 
lunatic, a special exception was made in 
cases of urgency; and in deference to 
learned representations which I received, 
I extended this exception so as to operate 
for seven days. I have been convinced 
by experience, and particularly by a 
recent case which created some public 
excitement, that it is desirable to shorten 
the period during which an urgency order 
may be used, and to exact very strict 
compliance with the rules as to the con- 
ditions and the evidence upon which any 
such order is obtained and acted upon. 
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The rest of the Bill deals with points of 
detail, which are entirely for Committee, 
some of them somewhat minute matters 
of administration. There is no doubt 
a question of principle involved in them. 
That is clear from the observations 
which have reached me respecting some 
of the clauses. The question is, where 
are you to draw the line between local 
freedom of action and central control? 
The provision and administration of 
asylums is one of those matters which 
are thought to be best provided by each 
county for itself, but a Central Lunacy 
Commission has been appointed to main- 
tain uniformity in the principle upon 
which the treatment of lunatics is to 
proceed. On the one hand it is felt that 
the advantages of local action are lost if 
they are hampered or stereotyped by too 
much interference in detail; on the 
other hand, it is futile to provide a 
Board of Control if they have no real 
power. The exact line is difficult to 
draw. Indeed, it is the best course, if 
possible, to trust to discretion, ability, 
and mutual confidence to work out a 
system of this kind in a practical, com- 
mon-sense, and business-like manner. 
Unfortunately, cases appear to arise occa- 
sionally showing that the intentions of 
the Acts relating to lunacy administra- 
tions are not everywhere realised, and 
some steps have to be taken by way of 
remedy. In illustration of this I will 
mention two points in the Bill arising 
on Clauses 18 and 20. I will deal 
with Clause 18 first. Under the 
existing law the plans for asylums have 
to be approved of by the Secretary of 
State, but he has no power to interpose 
where the buildings are subsequently 
used in a different way from that to 
which his consent was given, and cases 
have frequently arisen where that has 
been done to an extent which prac- 
tically nullifies the substance of his con- 
trol. A clause has been introduced with 
the object of making the Secretary of 
State’s approval effective, so that the 
arrangements of the asylum shall con- 
tinue to accord with that approval 
until other arrangements are similarly 
approved. The clause has been criti- 
cised as interfering with the necessary 
freedom of working an institution whose 
requirements cannot be absolutely sche- 
duled, and which will do better with the 
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utmost latitude for meeting contin- 
yencies as they arise. Now, this appears 
t» be a case where it is impossible to 
controvert the principle of the clause, 
but I shall hope to hear it most freely 
debated in Committee from a practical 
point of view, and I shall be ready to 
accept any Amendments which will pre- 
vent any interference, or ground for 


apprehension of interference, with 
local administration. I will next 
refer to Clause 20, relating to pen- 
sions. When Parliament gave power 


to the counties to charge their funds 
with the expense of a pensions systein 
for asylums’ officers, it never occurred 
to anyone that the power would not he 
universally used, and used liberally. It 
has been very generally and _ satisfac- 
torily acted upon, but not, I regret to 
say, everywhere. There is no class of 
public servants (as they are entitled to 
be called) who deserve more considera- 
tion in this respect than the attendants 
of asylums, not only in their own 
interest, but in the interest of the 
unfortunate persons of whom they have 
charge. The principle of the clause is 
one to which I attach vreat importance ; 
but here, again, I am most desirous that 
the House should consider in Committee 
any Amendments which may be proposed 
to give the best shape to this proposal. 
I have myself suggested a minimum scale 
by way of illustration, but I am quite 
prepared to learn that better details can 
be inserted in the Bill. These are not 
the only clauses upon which I have 
reason to believe that Amendments will 
b> proposed well worthy of considera- 
tion; but I have only to repeat that IT 
invite discussion and assistance in Com- 
mittee and in pressing, as I shall press, 
for the passing of the Bill this vear. I 
trust that it will prove, in its final shape, 
to be a workable -nd acceptable Measure 
in the opinion of all who interest them- 
selves in the subject. I bee to move the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


*Tue Marquess or RIPON: My Lords. 
I should like to say a few words 
wita reference to the last point touched 
upon by the noble and learned Lord— 


namely, with regard to pensions to 
officers of lunatic asylums. It is quite 
true that at present a very great 


difference of opinion exists in various 
parts of the country with regard to this 
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|this point exclusively, I may say that I 





Bill. 348 


matter. In some parts considerably 
larger pensions are given than those pro- 
vided under the present Bill. In the 
West Riding they take an opposite 
view with regard to superannuation 
allowances. They hold that the Asylums 
Committee ought to retain the discretion 
hitherto vested in them of deciding the 
question as to whether there should be 
any pension or not, and as to the amount 
of that pension, and that it should not 
be made compulsory upon county councils 
to spend their money in this manner if 
they do not think fit. For my part I 


think that is a reasonable contention, and 
|that where there is such difference of 


opinion it is undesirable that you should 
lay down a strict rule by Act of Parlia- 
Speaking generally, and not upon 


have always thought it a mistake to 
enforce expenditure upon county councils 
by Act of Parliament. At the pre 
sent moment a very large portion of the 
money expended by county councils is not 
directly expended by the county councils 
themselves, but they are bound to meet 
the demands which are made upon them 
by outside bodies. I venture to submit 
that it is undesirable to increase the 
number of cases in which that occurs, 
and that it is only reasonable that 
county councils should ask that this 
matter should be left to their discretion, 
it being quite manifest that there is a 
very great difference of opinion upon it. 
I hope that the noble and learned Lord 
will be willing to omit the clause from 
the Bill at a subsequent stage. 


*Lorp THRING: The county councils 
are by no means agreed upon the ques- 
tion as to whether pensions should or 
should not be given. This is one of the 
questions upon which there appears to be 
no general agreement whatever. 


*Tue Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, when we consider the authority 
which the county councils possess 
throughout the country, and _ their 
representative character, I think it 18 
extremely undesirable, unless a very 
strong necessity arises, to do otherwise 
than to leave them a free discretion with 
reference to the expenditure for the 
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maintenance of lunatics. It is very 
desirable that the county councils should 
feel that they have entrusted to them 
the real business which comes under their 
control, and that they are largely re- 
sponsible for the manner in which they 
conduct that business. If this clause is 
passed you will diminish that responsi- 
bility. If you go too far in laying down 
what they shall do you will weaken the 
authority of the county councils very 
seriously, and the result will be that you 
will not get men of the same position 
and the same knowledge to take part 
in the management of the various matters 
which come under the administration 
of the county councils. I am afraid 
there has, to some extent, lately risen in 
the country—I observe it in speeche 
that I have read—a desire, which I very 
much deprecate, that lunatic asylums 
should be placed under the direct control 
of the Government. I should regard that 
as a great calamity. We could not do 
worse than increase the functions of the 
Government with regard to local affairs. 
The Government successfully 
established very useful and important 
bodies throughout the country for the 
management of local affairs, 1 feel very 
indisposed to limit in any way the dis- 
cretion which these bodies now enjoy. 





having 


Bill read a second time. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BurteiaH): My Lords, 
I beg to move the Second Reading of the 
Parish Churches (Scotland) Bill. I need 
occupy but a very few minutes of your 
Lordships’ time in explaining the pro- 
visions of this short Bill. The principal 
object which we have in view is to adapt 
the ecclesiastical arrangements of 
parishes in Scotland to the changes which 
have taken place, and which to a con- 
siderable extent are still taking place, 
from time to time, owing to the large 
extension of towns, and to the migration 
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of the population, from one portion of 
a town or district to another. In some 
towns of Scotland the divisions of 
parishes, and the sites of the churches 
which belong to them, have become ex- 
tremely unsuitable to modern require- 
ments. I think perhaps the most con- 
spicuous instance of this is to be found 
in the city of Edinburgh. At the 
Reformation I believe the population of 
Edinburgh consisted of 50,000 persons. 
Even in the middle of last century the 
whole area of the city, which was com- 
prised within the city walls was not 
more than half a mile square, but that 
small area was divided into ten parishes, 
each parish having a church. All but 
one of these churches still remain, that 
one having been not very many years ago 
removed under a special Act of Parlia- 
ment to an outlying district to which the 
population had gone. Under Clause 2 of 
the Bill it will be competent, as oppor- 
tunity arises, to remove some of the 
churches in the Old Town to localities to 
which the inhabitants have removed. 
The same thing is true, although not to 
so great an extent, of the city of Glasgow. 
There are at least five churches in dis- 
tricts which were at one time resi- 
dential, but are now occupied almost 
entirely by warehouses and _ business 
premises. These churches might, with 
great propriety, under proper regulations 
and restrictions, be removed to the dis- 
tricts to which the population has gone. 
The third clause of the Bill provides for 
the case of parishes quoad sacra, the 
endowments of which have been provided 
from funds subscribed voluntarily in 
recent times. I am afraid I cannot say 
that many of these churches possess much 
architectural beauty, and their loss would 
not be severely felt. Some of them arein 
districts from which, owing to the working 
out of minerals or other cause, the popu- 
lation has either already removed or is 
likely soon to do so. It is proposed to 
give power, where a church is no longer 
required in such a place, to remove the 
endowments to another locality, within 
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the same Presbytery, or adjoining 


thereto, so that endowments given for the 
benefit of the district will not be removed 
to a distance. Provision is also made 
for consulting the wishes of the original 
subscribers to the endowments. The last 
clause of the Bill deals with those few 
churches in Scotland in which there still 
exists a most peculiar arrangement which 
is known as collegiate charges. That 
means that in the parish there is a 
church in which two ministers preach— 
one in the morning and one in the after- 
noon. In fact, they are joint ministers 
of the parish. Human nature, being 
what it is, this is not an arrangement 
which usually leads to harmony, and the 
only matter for surprise in regard to this 
arrangement is not that we should now 
propose to seek power to amend it, but 
that it should have continued so long 
as it has. There are 21 of these colle- 
giate charges, and it is proposed that upon 
each occasion of a vacancy occurring in 
a collegiate charge. the arrangements 
may be revised in the interests of the 
church and parish. The machinery for 
carrying out the provisions of the Bill is 
partly to be used at the discretion of the 
ecclesiastical authorities, but under the 
final decision of the Courts of Teinds. 
I cannot conceive that there can be any 
real objection to the proposals contained 


in this Bill, which I now move be 
read a second time. 
Bill read a second time. 
COPYRIGHT BILL [H.L.] AND 


COPYRIGHT (AMENDMENT) BILL. [H.L.} 


Select Committee appointed consisting 
of the following noble Lords :— 


L. Chancellor (Earl of Halsbury). 
V. Knutsford. L. Herschell. 
L. Hatherton. L. Thring. 
L. Tennyson. L. Farrer. 
L. Monkswell. L. Welby. 
L. Hobhouse. L. Pirbright. 


The Committee to appoint their own 
chairman. 


House adjourned at 4.55. 
The Secretary for Scotland. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 5th May 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the Clock. 


MILITARY MANCUVRES (ORDER IN 
COUNCIL). 


Tus COMPTROLLER or tHe HOUSE- 
HOLD (Lord Artraur W. Hi, Down, 
W.) reported Her Majesty’s Answer to 
the humble Address of the 19th April, as 
followeth :— 

I have received your Address praying 
that I will make the Order in Council 
under the Military Manceuvres Act, 1897, 
a draft of which was presented to your 
House on the 17th February last. 


I will comply with your advice. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


OFFICES 
BILL. 


CUSTOMS (SOUTHAMPTON) 
Re-committed to a Committee of the 
whole House for Monday next. 


CUSTOMS AND OTHER OFFICES 
(BARRY DOCK) BILL. 
As amended, re-committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House for Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 199.] 


BOMBAY, BARODA, AND CENTRAL 
INDIA RAILWAY COMPANY BILL. [H.U.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be 
second time. 


read u 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time To-morrow. 
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CHIPSTEAD VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


FOLKESTONE GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


STAINES RESERVOIRS JOINT 
COMMITTEE BILL. 


tead the third time, and passed. 


SWANSEA GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


tead a third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


WATERFORD CITY GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


PETITIONS. 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
From Royal, Parliamentary, and 
Police Burghs of Scotland, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 


For weekly payment, from Lincoln, 
Hartlepool, Wilton, Towcester, and 
Brackley ; to lie upon the Table. 
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CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


Against, from Forfar and Arbroath ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COURT OF SESSION ACT, 1868. 


Of the Faculty of Procurators of 
Greenock, against alteration of law; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EX-OFFICIO JUSTICES OF THE PEACE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
From Royal, Parliamentary, and Police 


Burghs of Scotland, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 
In favour, from Arbroath, Fullarton, 
Crosshill, St. Andrews, Darvel, and 
Stevenston ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 


From Stockton, in favour ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


From Manchester, for alteration; to 
lie upon the Table. 


HONORARY BURGESSES (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


From Royal, Parliamentary, and Police 
Burghs of Scotland, for alteration; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


In favour, from Birmingham and 
Toxteth; to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, etc. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
(EXTENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. 


In favour, from St. Ives and Leith; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE 
(WOMEN) BILL. 


From Leith, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION 
LAND) BILL. 


(SCOT- 


From Aberdeen, against; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour, from Dundee and Irvine ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 


In favour, from Peterhead, Saltcoats, 
Galashiels, Plymouth, St. Andrews, Mont- 
rose (3), Brechin (2), Irvine, and Alloa ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


ON SUNDAY BILL. 
In favour, from Bexhill, Middleton (4), 
Oswestry, Ilfracombe, Manchester, Mick- 
ley, Romsey (4), Sithney, Hilary, Penzance 


LIQUORS 
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Newlyn West, Brea, Bossullow, Dowran, 
Nanquidno, Bojewyan, Moroah, St. Just, 
Helston, Tow Law, Coatbridge, Trewar- 
wett, Church Gresley, St. Ives (2), 
Lalant, Mousehole, Breage, Ashfield, 
Syke, Grewelthorpe, Oban, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne, Timsbury, Braishfield, Pye Bank, 
Montrose, Hexham-on-Tyne, North Stain. 
ley, St. Leonard’s, Glasgow (3), Brierfield 
(4), Willesden, Dorchester, North Woot- 
ton, Exeter, Crediton, and Hereford (2) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS BILL. 


From Leith, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL. 


From Leith, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SUCCESSION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


From Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, ETC. 


LAND LAW ACTS AND LAND PURCHASE 
ACTS (IRELAND) (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 


Copy presented of Report of the Royal 
Commission of Inquiry into the Pro- 
cedure and Practice and the Methods of 
Valuation followed by the Land Com- 
mission, the Land Judge’s Court, and 
the Civil Bill Courts in Ireland under 
the Land Acts and the Land Purchase 
Acts, Volume II., Minutes of Evidence 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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SUEZ CANAL (COMMERCIAL, No. 4, 1898). 


Copy presented of Returns of Shipping 
and Tonnage, 1895, 1896, and 1897 (in 
continuation of “Commercial, No. 4, 
1897”) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,073 to 2,075 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 


TRADE 


Copy presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 
455 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 
Copy presented of Statute, made by 

the Governing Body of Pembroke College, 
Oxford, on the 7th December, 1897, 
making an addition to Clause 16, Statute 
VI. of the College Statutes [by Act]; to 
lie upon the sable, and to be printed. 
[No. 195.] 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 

Copy presented of Return of Eviction 
Notices filed during the quarter ended 
31st March, 1898 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY (POSTMEN). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 28th April; Mr. Provand]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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POOR LAW UNIONS. 


Copy presented of Statement of the 
names of the several Unions and Poor 
Law Parishes in England and Wales, and 
of the population and area thereof, 
together with the Post-town of each 
Parish [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COMMONS ACT, 1876 (RUNCORN HEATH 
AND RUNCORN HILL, CHESHIRE). 


Copy presented of Report by the Board 
of Agriculture upon an application for a 
Provisional Order for the regulation of 
Runcorn Heath and Runcorn Hill, Che- 
shire [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 196.] 


TAXES AND IMPOSTS. 


Return ordered, “showing (1) the 
Rates of Duties, Taxes, or Imposts 
collected by Imperial Officers; (2) the 
{Juantities or Amounts taxed; (3) the 
Gross Receipts derived from each Duty ; 
and (4) the Net Receipts and Appropria- 
tion thereof in the year ending the 31st 


day of March, 1898” ; 


“And (1) the aggregate Gross Keceipts 
derived from all such Duties, Taxes, or Imposts 
under the principal heads of Revenue ; (2) the 
aggregate Net Receipts; (3) the Charges of 
Collection ; and (4) the Produce after deducting 
these Charges on each of the ten years ending 
the 31st day of March, 1898 ; 


“And, Notes to show any changes in the 
Taxes, Duties, and Imposts, consequent upon 
the acceptance of the Budget Proposals of 
1898 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 404, of Session, 1897)."—(Mr. Goddard.) 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 


Return ordered— 


“Giving the number of Arrests’ for Drunken- 
ness within the Metropolitan Police District of 
Dublin, and the cities of Belfast, Cork, 
Limerick, and Waterford, on Sundays between 
the Ist day of May, 1897, and the 30th aay a« 
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April, 1898, both days inclusive, the Arrests ]- 
being given from 8 a.m. on Sundays till 8 a.m. 
on Mondays ; 

** And, similar Returns for the rest of Ireland 
from the 1st day of May, 1897, to the 30th day 
of April, 1898 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 88, of Session, 1898).”—(Mr. 
William Johnston.) 


TEACHERS OVER AGE (SCOTLAND). 


Return ordered— 


“Showing the number of Male Teachers over 
65 years of Age, and of Female Teachers over 
55 years of age, teaching in State-aided Schools 
in Scotland on the 30th day of April, 1898.”— 
(Mr. Crombie.) 


RESERVE AND DISCHARGED SOLDIERS, 
CIVIL EMPLOYMENT (HOUSE OF 
COMMONS). 


Return ordered— 


“Showing the persons employed on the 
fixed establishment of the House of Commons 
as messengers, hall-keepers, porters, night 
watchmen, attendants, cloak room attendants, 
office keepers, cleaners, and fire lighters, indi- 
cating the names by initials, and showing the 
pay received by each such person in respect 
of such employment, the date of his appoint- 
ment, whether he is a Reserve or Discharged 
Soldier, and, if he is, specifying the rank he 
formerly held, and the corps to which he used 
to belong.”—( Mr. Brookfield.) 


NEW BILL. 


CROWHURST, SIDLEY, AND BEXHILL 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read first time; and referred to 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (WEST. 
MINSTER BRIDGE AND EMBANK- 
MENT TRAMWAYS) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 
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Motion made and Question proposed— 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. EZ. Boulnois.) 


Mr. JAMES STUART (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): It may be for the convenience 
of the House that I should very shortly 
give some explanation as to the character 
of this Bill. It is a Bill for bringing 4 
tramway across Westminster Bridge, and 
carrying it along the Embankment, past 
Charing Cross, towards Blackfriars 
Bridge, thus bringing the traffic which is 
now landed on the other side of the 
bridge across the bridge. There is an 
important feature in connection with this 
Bill, and that is this: that it has been 
already passed by this House. In 1891 
the London Tramways Company brought 


in a very similar Bill, which was 
thrown out in this House, and 
in the following year the London 
County Council brought in a Bill 


similar to the one which was thrown out, 
and also similar to the present Bill, and 
that was carried in this House by a small 
majority. The majority of the previous 
year which threw it out was about 35. 
It was carried by a majority of two in the 
following year, in a House of about the 
same size. Of course, it then went before 
a Committee of this House upstairs, and 
they passed it. There was one Amend- 
ment made in Committee—namely, that 
the tramway, instead of being carried 
along the Embankment as far as Charing 
Cross, was stopped opposite the end of 
the Horse Guards’ Avenue. The Bill, in 
that form, went to the House of Lords, 
where it was thrown out by the Com- 
mittee. Briefly, that is the history of 
what has taken place in connection with 
this important legislation, and therefore 
in bringing the Bill before the House 
again, in a modified form, the London 
County Council is asking the House to 
pass a Bill which, in one form, they have 
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rejected, and again, in a slightly different 
form, they have passed. It is now 
brought forward in a form very slightly 
different from that in which it was pre- 
viously passed. There are two points 
in the Bill which I would bring before 
the attention of the House. In the first 
place, the object of the Bill is to bring 
the traffic across Westminster Bridge ; 
and in the second place, it is to carry it 
along the Embankment. I would ask 
the House to remember that those are 
not necessarily bound up one with 
another. That point would be clearly a 
matter for the Committee to decide, as 
to where the line should be stopped. Of 
course, this House is pretty familiar with 
the objects of the Bill, and naturally it is 
very familiar with Westminster Bridge. 
There is a good deal said against the 
Bill, I know, in private conversation, on! 
account of the increase of traffic which 
will ensue at this end of the bridge if 
ihe line is brought across. But I would 
very much wish that honourable and 
right honourable Gentleman would take 
the trouble to see what happens to the 
traffic on the other side of the bridge. 
Across the water the vast population 
which comes off these tramways is in a 
very difficult position, as any Member 
may assure himself of if he cares to take 
the trouble to look. This is exactly a 
point which a Committee of the House 
would go into and settle, and they would 
see whether the contentions which I am 
putting forward are correct or not. There 
are a very large number. of persons who 
come from the south of London across 
Westminster Bridge daily to their work. 
We have had figures taken of the number 
of persons who crossed the bridge in 
1892. They have not been taken since. 
Between the hours of eight in the morn- 
ing and eight in the evening on a day in 
1892, when we had them counted, there 
were something between 20,000 and 
30,000 passengers crossed the bridge, the 
great number crossing northward in the 
morning and southward in the evening. 
That large numbers of people—many of 


them shop assistants, and _ others 
working in the Strand, in Regent 
Street, and the City—especially the 


City—have to get out of the tram- 
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cars on the further side of the 
bridge, and cross it—-very frequently, I 
am sorry to say, owing to the numerous 
changes in our climate—in rain or snow or 
wet or sludge, of some kind or the other, 
which incommodes them very much dur- 
ing the rest of the day. If they can be 
brought across the bridge into the neigh- 
bourhood of the Underground Railway 
they would be saved a certain amount of 
discomfort, which they can only get rid 
ot now by expenses, which they are not 
very well able to hear. With respect to 
the promotion of this Bill, the London 
County Council has brought it in because 
of the pressure that has been brought to 
bear upon it by persons on the other side 
of the water. We had a petition to the 
County Council some time ago, which I 
mentioned when I spoke last upon this 
subject, which is signed by some 60,000 
or 70,000 of the inhabitants on the other 
side of the water. That petition pressed 
the London County Council to take up 
some such undertaking as that which I 
am now advocating. We have communi- 
cated with the authorities on the other 
side of the water, and I will tell you 
those who are favourable to the under- 
taking. There is the Battersea Vestry, 
Newington Vestry, and St. George the 
Martyr; Bermondsey takes no action in 
the matter, and the Local Board of 
Wandsworth is against the Bill—I wish 
to give the whole thing perfectly fairly 
to the House; and the vestry of Lam- 
beth is in this position: it supported the 
Bill of 1891, and the Bill of 1892, which 
is practically this Bill, but in the case 
of this Bill, it appears on a petition 
against it. That position is taken under 
very peculiar circumstances. It objects 
to the Bill on one point only, and that 
is that we do not ask for power to work 
the tramways in connection with the 
other tramways on the other side of the 
water. If we did that it would enable 
the vestry of Lambeth to get rid of a 
certain amount of refuse. If we had 
done that the vestry of Lambeth would 
have been prepared to withdraw its oppo- 
sition to the Bill. I may say at once, 
however, that for the London County 
Council to have adopted that course 
would not have-been in accordance with 


Tramways Bill. 
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the Standing Orders of the House, as 
anyone familiar with the Standing Orders 
will see. There is another objection to 
the County Council taking that course, 
and that is, that it would affect the 
future of tramways which we might pos- 
sibly acquire sooner or later. The vestry 
of Lambeth is in no sense opposing this 
Bill generally, so far as I can make out 
from the correspondence. It is not 
opposed to the making of the tramway 
across Westminster Bridge. I think I 
have given to the House the position of 
the local authorities on the other side 3f 
the water. Now, as to the London County 
Council itself. The London County 
Council passed a resolution to proceed 
with this Bill in the middle of last year 
—that would be the late County Council 
—the usual time for passing these 
matters. A very large number of mem- 
bers who are Members of this House and 
of the London County Council—men of 
both sides of politics—voted in favour of 
this Measure. That shows that it is not 
a Party Measure in any sense of the 
word, and has never been regarded as 
such. The whole position I take up 
before the House in the matter is that 
this, owing to the circumstances which I 
have described, is a Bill which may very 
fairly be sent before a Committee. Tre 
House must remember that a Committee 
of this House has passed a Bill which is 
practically the same as this, and thereiore 
we are only asking the House to send it 
up again to a Committee, which may 


consider it under the altered circum- 
stances. There are altered circum- 
stances. In 1891 and 1892 the London 


County Council stood more or less alone 
in the matter of tramways. Since that 
date the Council has obtained further 
powers with respect to tramways, and 
the whole policy has become perfectly 
settled and perfectly definite, and the 
consequence is that we are creating a 
tramway here, or should be creating a 
tramway here, which would be in con- 
tinuation of the other tramways which 
we have practically settled to acquire. 
Under these circumstances, I think there 
is ample reason for wishing Parliament 
to reconsider a Bill like this, and for 
expressing a hope that this House may 
send it up to a Committee, so that it 
may judge upon its various merits or 
demerits, which will be urged on the 
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one side or on the other, for or against the 


Bill. It is usual for the House to send 
up Measures of this description for con. 
sideration by its Committees, and there 
are only two points which I will allude 
to for a moment, and then I will sit down, 
Whatever may be one’s views as to the 
right or wrong system of working tram. 
ways, Whether or not a local body like 
the County Council should do it, it is 
absolutely essential that the power of 
working them should be in the hands 
of the local authority, in order to enable 
it to make a proper bargain with the 
companies who may be working them. 
The House, perhaps, is aware that it has 
itself given to the County Council the 
same power of working their tram- 
ways as are possessed by the tram- 
way companies themselves. In _ the 
Vauxhall Bridge Tramways Bill the same 
power was given as is asked for in this 
Bill. It was urged against this Bill on 
a previous occasion that it was inad- 
visable that a tramway should cross the 
river. But that point has been settled, 
because the House has already passed in 
the Vauxhall Tramways Bill a Measure 
for carrying a tramway across the river, 
and, therefore, the general principle on 
that point is no longer one which is open 
to discussion. Those are the two points 
that I wish to call attention to in 
respect of this Bill. Further than that 
I have no more to say, beyond asking the 
House to give this Bill a Second Reading 
and send it to a Committee upstairs. 


Mr. E. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, 
E.): I have often heard some very 
clever speeches from my honourable 
Friend and colleague, and, although 


hé certainly has got a bad case to deal 
with in this Bill, he has made a very 
able apology on behalf of the London 
County Council in favour of this Bill. I 
am aware that the authorities of this 
House are not in favour, as a rule, of 
intercepting a Bill from going to a Com- 
mittee. They view with disfavour any 
attempt of that kind. For my own part 
I think it is better and fairer that all 
private Bills should go before Committees, 
in order that they shall be threshed out, 
because it is quite clear that the House 
is not a suitable body for dealing with 
such subjects. But there are exceptions, 
and I think this is one of those Bills 
where exception should be made, and 
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the House should deal with the policy 
which the Bill advocates, and refuse to 
allow it to go before a Committee. The 
description of the Bill is very fairly 
given by the honourable Member for 
Shoreditch. He says, quite truly, that 
it proposes to cross Westminster Bridge, 
and then turn at right angles and go 
down the Embankment to Blackfriars 
Bridge. The honourable Member for 
Shoreditch says it is a Bill brought up in 
a modified form from that which was 
passed by the House in 1892, but which 
did not become law, in consequence of 
the action which was taken in another 
place. The only modification that I can 
see is that, instead of the tramway being 
compelled to stop, as it was made to do 
by the action of the Committee upstairs, 
at the end of Horse Guards’ Avenue, which 
is this side of Charing Cross, it is now 
made to go the whole length of the 
Embankment and stop at Blackfriars 
Bridge. My honourable Friend has 
given the particulars relating to the 
approval or opposition of the local bodies 
on the Surrey side of the Thames. There 
are only a few that are absolutely in 
favour of the tramway, but he did not 
tell the House, as I will tell the House 
now, that all the local bodies on this 
side of the river through which the tram- 
wav proposes to pass are against the 
Bill, and no doubt if the Bill was read a 
second time and sent upstairs to the 
Committee, these objectors would have 
an opportunity of being heard, and 
of stating their objections before the 
Committee. But I think it is rather hard 
that we should have to pay on the rates 
the expenses of the London County Coun- 
cil in promoting the Bill and the ex- 
penses of these local bodies in opposing 
the Bill. The greatest number of people 
who live on the north side of the river 
are not in favour of the Bill, and they 
have no opportunity of being heard before 
the Committee of the House of Commons, 
because they have no Jocus standi, and 
it is on their behalf that I move that 
the Bill be read a second time this day 
six months, in order that the House may 
prevent this unnecessary and wanton 
Bill from going any further. I say it is 
unnecessary, because a tramway which is 
put down to cross Westminster Bridge 
is really of no use if it turns 
at right angles and goes down the 
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Embankment. Logically, it should go 
to Charing Cross, and up Regent 
Street, or along Piccadilly. I do not 
know whether honourable Members 
favour that idea, because it is extremely 
dificult now to get to the House some- 
times, as it is, and with tramways passing 
and repassing it would be much more 
difficult. I say that the Bill is unneces- 
sary for this reason also. Anyone who 
has been on this side of Westminster 
Bridge and noticed the people crossing 
will have seen how very few of them 
turn to go along the Embankment. My 
honourable Friend has mentioned 20,000 
who use the bridge. I suppose he means 
pedestrians; and he has accurately de- 
scribed their sufferings in walking over 
the wet, muddy sludge, which they have 
often to encounter in crossing the bridge. 
My sympathies go with those people to 
that extent, and I am very sorry for 
them. But they do not turn to the right 
at the foot of Westminster Bridge. They 
pursue their way to Charing Cross, and 
do not go eastward at all. Anyone can 
see that not more than five’ per 
cent. of the pedestrians crossing 
Westminster Bridge turn to the right and 
go along the Embankment. The Em- 
bankment really is for swift traffic, and 
when it was opened it was astonishing to 
see what relief it gave to the Strand in 
that respect. For my own part, I believe 
that if a tramway were put now along the 
Embankment, the cabs and carriages 
would resume their ride along the already 
congested Strand instead of continuing 
to take the Embankment, because, if thera 
is one thing more than another that a 
cab-driver, or any other driver, hates, it 
isa tramway. There is another proof of 
the truth of what I say in the fact that 
during all these years that the Embank- 
ment has existed no proprietor of omni- 
buses—-the London General Omnibus 
Company or the Road Car Company— 
has thought it advisable to run omnibuses 
along the Embankment; and the House 
knows as well as I do that omnibus pro- 
prietors are not slow, as a rule, to find 
out routes on which to put their omni- 
buses, which are largely used by the 
public. More than that, it is quite cer- 
tain that the tramway companies on the 
other side of the river, if they had 
thought there was any prospect of taking 
any number of passengers along the Em- 
bankment would have long since started 
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those convenient halfpenny omnibuses in 
that direction, those ’buses which we see 
every day going in the direction of Char- 
ing Cross, and loaded with some of these 
20,000 people from the other side of West- 
minster Bridge of whom my Friend spoke. 
Besides, nobody who wanted to go into 
the City from the Surrey side of West- 
minster Bridge would ever attempt to 
cross the bridge. If you look at the map 
which has been sent round to all of us 
this morning, you will see what an enor- 
mous bend the river makes after pass- 
ing Westminster Bridge to Blackfriars 
Bridge and beyond; and anyone on the 
Surrey side of the river would save at 
least half a mile by turning to the right 
on the other side of the bridge, and thus 
reaching Blackfriars Bridge, or whatever 
his destination in the City might be. I 
see in the statement which has been sent 
out by the London County Council that 
they make a great point that there is an 
enormous congestion of traffic where the 
tramway lines end. I believe that there 
is a congestion ; but I believe that if the 
tramways were brought across the bridge 
the congestion would be removed to this 
side of the river, because the bend of the 
tramways is at a very short angle indeed, 
and looking at the traffic which comes 
along Parliament Street already, I think 
anyone will see that, where there are 
constant tramways passing or repassing, 
the traffic would become much more con- 
gested, and we should find that there 
would be much more congestion outside 
these Houses of Parliament than there 
is on the other side of the river. Then 
there is the artistic point of view, which 
I will leave to other Members to deal 
with who can do it much more justice 
than I can. I will only observe this, that 
all of us are justly proud of Westminster 
Bridge and the Embankment, and I think 
we all ought to be grateful to the old 
Metropolitan Board of Works for having 
left two such monuments behind them. 
When the Metropolitan Board of Works 
ceased to exist, some nine vears ago, the 
London County Council took their place, 
and since that time has done absolutely 
nothing whatever to beautify and im- 
prove London. [Cries of “No, no!”} 
I hear one or two “No, no’s” from the 
other side, but I should like to hear 
details of any beautifying works. 

Mr. Boulnois. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
honourable Member that this is a ques- 
tion of tramways. 


Mr. BOULNOIS: I am sorry I was 
led into a discussion on that point by 
the other side. But I do say this—that 
if the London County Council are now 
actually going to destroy and disfigure 
what their predecessors did it will be 
a great pity. We live, I know, in a 
utilitarian age ; but the destruction, from 
an artistic point of view, of one of our 
finest and most modern bridges, and of 
an esplanade, if I may call it so, which 
is second to none in the world, would 
only be justified, in the first place, by 
public interests, and, in the second place, 
by conferring a real benefit upon the 
people of London. I maintain that 
neither of these considerations exists in 
this case; and, more than that, that the 
general public, so far from being in 
favour of this scheme, are absolutely 
averse to it. The House of Commons 
last week, by an overwhelming majority, 
rejected a scheme which had ior its 
object the spoiling of the approaches to 
and the appearance of the Houses cet 
Parliament. I trust that to-day we shall 
have as large a majority in protecting 
Westminster Bridge and the Embank- 
ment, and the Houses of Parliament, 
which I think all admit form one of the 
finest features of our great river. I will 
not detain the House any longer. 1 
sincerely hope that this useless, unneces- 
sary, and wanton scheme will be rejected 
by ‘a very large majority. 


*Sir JOSEPH WHITWELL PEASE 
(Durham, Barnard Castle): In second- 
ing the Motion, I may say that 
I have been one of those who 
have watched the development of West 
minster Bridge and the Thames Embank- 
ment with some interest. I happened 
to be one of the Select Committee of this 
House some years ago, to whom was com- 
mitted the case of apportioning the land 
of the Embankment between rival claims, 
and in laying out the building line for 
occupying that land (which was then dere- 
lict), and doing what we could, as Com- 
mittee of this House, to maintain and im- 
prove that which was really brought into 
existence by the making of the Thames 
Embankment. I may say I am one of 
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those who have consistently voted in 
favour of the principle of private Bills 
going up to Committees, in order that 
all their details may be fully examined 
into; but I believe with my honourable 
Friend opposite that there are many 
cases in which Bills should not go before 
Select Committees. This is not merely 
a simple London question for the benefit 
of the people of London alone. London 
is the metropolis of this country, which 
not only exists for the benefit of those who 
are here from the country occasionally, 
or for those whose habitual residence it 
is, but Londoa belongs to all the people 
of England. and to all English-speaking 
people; and we do hope that some of 
what have been called the amenities of 
London will be preserved from what I 
may describe as acts of vandalism, and 
it is on this ground that I oppose this 
tramway. I do not believe for an 
instant that the London County Council 
wishes to do anything but what they 
think would facilitate the traffic of the 
metropolis, but I believe that this Bill 
will be inimicable to the traffic of the 
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metropolis. There is another reason 
against this scheme. It happens 
that in these days in which we 


now live great assemblages of people 
meet on this Embankment in order that 
they may marshal themselves to go for- 
ward to Hyde Park to speak of matters 
oi what they consider to be public 
interest, and if you make tramway lines 
and allow tramcars to pass up and down 
this Embankment, and to go through 
all these people who assemble there, they 
will greatly disturb them in the forma- 
tion of their processions and create 
danger and disorder. After all, we come 
back to the question of what is 
best for the metropolis as a metropolis 
in which we are all interested. I have 
a very strong feeling indeed that there 
is no public necessity for this Bill in 
regard to the passage of individuals to 
and from employment. I do not think it 
is at all necessary for that purpose to 
make a tramway across the best bridge 
over the river Thames and along the 
Embankment. I have also had to do 
with Committees sitting in connection 
with public improvements in the Strand. 
Those public improvements must before 
long be carried out, and that portion of 
the Strand where there is generally a 
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considerable block in the traffic is that por- 
tion which will shortly be improved, and 
which will open a still better road to the 
city. If you look at the Thames Embank- 
ment as a road from the west to the east 
you cannot do better, in my humble 
opinion, than leave it as it is at present— 
a road for wheeled traffic of all kinds 
—leave it as a place which is material 
to the glory of the great City of London. 
Do not deprive it of a charm which it 
necessarily has not only for us who only 
dwell here occasionally, but for those who 
dwell here constantly, and which would 
be absolutely destroyed if this Bill were 
allowed to pass. 


Captain CECIL W. NORTON (Newing- 
ton, W.): As the representative of one 
of the districts of South London, I may 
claim to have some interest in this 
question. I understand that a whip has 
been sent round this morning bear- 
ing the names of a number of 
Members who are in favour of the rejec- 
tion of this Bill. I noticed, however, 
that few of them had any connection 
with London, and none of them—with 
one exception—any connection with 
South London, and this is manifestly a 
scheme in the interests of South London. 
Amongst the objections which are put 
forward in that whip I find, first and 
foremost, that it is alleged there is no 
necessity for this scheme. That was the 
point generally urged by the honourable 
Gentleman who spoke opposite. He 
referred to the disfigurement and mutila- 
tion of the bridge, but I fail to see how a 
couple of tramway lines, laying flush with 
the roadway, can have any material 
effect on the architecture of the bridge. 
We Englishmen, of all people in the 
world, we, the most practical of nations, 
ought to be the last to complain of the 
fact that the bridge would lose any 
beauty by giving facilities for passenger 
traffic. We find that in Paris, which, 
I presume, is as beautiful a city as 
London, the tramways run through the 
very best portions of the city and down 
the very best avenues. We find, more- 
over, that the roads on their embank- 
ments, right and left of the Seine—the 
Quai d’Orsay and the Cours la Reine— 
have tramways along them, and we find 
that quite recently the Municipality of 
Paris has decided to run a tramway 
down the Champs. dElysées. The 
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zsthetic side of the question may be pui 
out of sight. H is further stated in 
these objections that the relief to the 
Strand, and other thoroughfares will be 
injured. But one of the objects of this 
Bill is the relief of the Strand, because 
a number of persons who now go vid the 
Strand would then go vid the Thames 
Embankment to the City. Another of 
the objections is this, that a tramway 
over Westminster Bridge would great]; 
obstruct the large and continually grow- 
ing traffic across the bridge. Why, at 
London Bridge you have four continuous 
streams of traffic, and that traffic is 
regulated almost as if it were laid down 
on tram lines. Again, the objectors say 
that the bridge is too narrow for tram 
traffic. That is a question which the 
London County Council, who are taking 
this scheme in hand, have had put before 
experts. You have 53 feet of roadway, 
and 16 feet will be taken up by the tram- 
way, leaving 37 feet for the remainder 
of the traffic. It is also urged by these 
objections that the bridge is the means of 
access to the Waterloo Station of the 
London and South Western Railway 
Company, and thet the making of a 
tramway across the bridge would inter- 
fere with those going to that station. 
Does that mean that the entire popula- 
tion of South London is to be incon- 
venienced because a certain number of 
persons who can afford to go in carriages 
only require, perhaps, to go once a year 
when Ascot races are taking place—to 
Waterloo Station? Is this a question of 
the convenience of the units who ride in 
carriages and cabs against that of the 
scores who ride on tramcars and omni- 
buses? It is said that if this line is made 
across Westminster Bridge there wil! 
be a great block of traffic in Parliament 
Street. But the honourable Gentleman 
who made that objection will be relieved 
to hear that it is not to be supposed that 
the tramcars will stop immediately 
opposite this House, or even oppo- 
site St. Stephen’s Club. They will 
necessarily be stopped several yards 
farther up the Thames Embankment. 
The great block of traffic, which is not 
only inconvenient but dangerous, oppo- 
site St. Thomas’s Hospital is due to the 
fact that the roadway there is particu- 
larly narrow. The Thames Embankment 
ig three times as wide, and therefore it is 
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far more suitable as a _ terminus 
for the tramway than the present one 
is. The sixth objection to the making 
of this line is that the large proportion 
cf foot-passengers over the bridge are 
not working men. That is an absolutely 
false statement if you take the term 
working men and working women in its 
broader sense. By far the greater num- 
ber of those who pass over Westminster 
Bridge, and who are persons who dwell 
in South London, are clerks, warehouse 
men, shop assistants, and such like 
workers, male and female. It would be 
distinctly a great boon to them if, instead 
of being obliged to leave the tramway 
system on the other side of the bridge, 
they could by means of this extension of 
the tramway be brought to a point where 
they could tap the underground railway 
and the omnibus lines ruhning eastward. 
[ shall be told about the halfpenny ’buses 
to Charing Cross. During the last 12 
years I have crossed Westminster Bridge 
during almost every hour of the day and 
night. I do not mean in the early hours 
cf the morning, but at a very late hour 
at night—say, from seven in the morning 
until, perhaps, one in the next morning. 
I have crossed that bridge over and over 
again, and I know that when the weather 
is unpropitious it is an extremely difficult 
matter to get a "bus, and it is next to 
impossible to get a cab. I repeat that it 
will be a great boon to the working 
classes to be able to travel right across 
the bridge in the tramcar. We are told, 
Sir, that only about 5 per cent. of the 
pedestrians who cross the bridge turn to 
the right, along the Embankment, and for 
a very clear and good reason, too. No 
working man goes along the Embank- 
ment, because time is of infinite value 
to him. He works long hours, and takes: 
a considerable time in going to and from 
his work, and along the Embankment 
present he has no tramway, omnibus, 
or vehicle of any sort or kind, of which 
he can take advantage should he desire 
to go that way. My contention is that 
a tramway along the Embankment would 
prove a great relief to the traffic along 
the Strand. At a meeting of working men 
held at the Memorial Hall, Farringdon 
Street, resolutions hostile to the scheme 
were passed. Why, Sir, in less than @ 
week I could get demonstrators from 
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South London against the Bill which 
would fill the Memorial Hall 20 times 
over. I said “ demonstrators against the 
Bill.” I meant to say ‘demonstrators 
in favour of the bull.” But, however 
it may be, if any such meeting as that 
described did take place at the Memorial 
Hall, ic must have been what is com- 
monly known as a “bogus” meeting. 
To say that the working men of South 
London are opposed to this scheme, 
honourable Members must know, is 
positively a false statement. Will the 
Members for Brixton, Peckham, Camber- 
well, Walworth, Lambeth, and Kenning- 
ton rise in their places and condemn 
this Bill? I think not. [Zwo honour- 
able Members—Mr. H. M. Staniey, Lam- 
Jeth, N., and Mr. Bansury, Camberwell, 
Peckham—rose in their places.| I am 
delighted, because, as the honourable 
Member behind says, I have succeeded 
in “drawing the badger.” I am glad 
that the electors of the constituencies 
represented by those honourable Gentle- 
men will now see how far they consult 
the convenience of those who sent them 
here. It has not been urged on this 
occasion, but it was urged in a former 
Debate, that this would be doing a very 
great injustice to the District Railway, 
because any years ago the District Rail- 
way paid £200,000 for the privilege of 
running a line beneath the Thames 
Embankment. But surely the people of 
London did not for the sake of £200,000 
give away the right to use the upper 
portion of the Embankment? Of one 
thing I am convinced, that, although this 
Bill may be rejected on this occasion by 
the House, before many years it will 
undoubtedly pass. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): The 
reason that I speak in this Debate is 
that I was requested last summer to 
head a deputation to the Westminster 
Vestry which was successful in inducing 
that body to pass a resolution in oppo- 
sition to the Bill, and in determining 
them to present a petition against it. A 
great deal has been said about South 
London, but I think the interests of North 
London should also be considered; and 
there can be no doubt that if this tram- 
way once gets across Westminster Bridge 
we shall then hear that it is a cruel 
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shame that it should be stopped there, 
and we shall have pointed out to us the 
tremendous congestion of the traffic as 
a reason why we must extend it along 
Victoria Street, Great George Street, 
Birdcage Walk, and Constitution Hill to 
Hyde Park Corner, as being in a straight 
and direct line. We shall be told that 
the people of South London want to go 
that way in order to enjoy the air of 
Hyde Park, and also we shall be asked 
to extend the tramway lines, and, with a 
much greater show of reason, up Parlia- 
ment Street, through the grand new 
thoroughfare, and so on to Regent Street. 
Now, all the constituencies north of the 
Thames are decidedly hostile to this Bill. 
If this were only a working man’s question 
we should have to consider fairly whether 
the rights at present enjoyed by those 
who are not working men should stand in 
the way of the convenience of a large num- 
ber of people. I do not know whether this 
is a working man’s question, and I can 
only say that, having taken the part 
which I have described in regard to the 
deputation to the Westininster Vestry, I 
have been approached by a very large 
body of working men, and asked to 
continue in my opposition to this Bill. 
The reason they put forward for that 
request was this, that it is of the utmost 
importance that the working men of 
London, especially the people of the 
East End of London, should be able to 
demonstrate in favour of various causes, 
and that any such traffic as proposed by 
this Bill. would interfere with meetings 
on the Embankment, and would prevent 
the proper organisation of the demon- 
strations—that it would seriously inter- 
fere with what they consider to be a 
decided right and advantage; and they, 
therefore, say that this Bill should not 
be proceeded with. I will not go over 
the grounds which have been taken up 
by the previous speakers; I only con- 
fine myself to those two reasons. As a 
general rule, I always vote in favour of a 
Bill going before a Committee upstairs. 
Having had some experience as a Parlia- 
mentary agent, I have naturally every 
sympathy with those gentlemen who will 
materially suffer if this Bill is thrown 
out. But this Bill is not a matter of 
detail, it is a question of principle, and 
on a question of principle I am not in 
favour of leaving it to four gentlemen on 
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a Private Bill Committee, however 
eminent they may be. For the reasons 
which I have urged, I trust the House 
will reject this Bill. 


Mr. G. T. C. BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): So far as the question of tramways 
is concerned, I can quite understand that 
it is a personal question. Those of us 
who ride on tramways like them, and 
everybody else dislikes them. But, on 
the principle that we have given our 
sanction to them in the past, it is clearly 
obvious that we must extend them in 
places where they are wanted. I had the 
misfortune to vote for this Measure some 
years ago, and I shall do the same to-day. 
Although, of course, I do not care to see 
the tramways along the northern part of 
the Thames—where, by-the-bye, I live—- 
the fact remains that this tramway will 
be an enormous advantage to a great 
proportion of the people of this great 
city of London, and will increase the 
means of locomotion to those who live 
south of the Thames. We cannot get 
away from that fact, and it seems to me 
that this question divides itself into three 
parts. There is the question of doing 
away with the congestion on the other 
side of the bridge. Those of us who have 
passed along there know perfectly well 
that this tramway terminus on the other 
side of the bridge is an extremely dan- 
gerous place. The horses, by a some- 
what old-fashioned system, are turned 
round, and the whole traffic of the road- 
way is continually stopped by this 
arrangemert. It has been urged that 
Westminster Bridge will be completely 
spoiled by the trams passing over it. I 
really think that to be an exaggerated 
statement. It cannot be more injured by 
the trams passing over it than it is by a 
series of omnibuses, and, although we 
may not care very much about it, there 
is no doubt that for people to be shot 
out of a tramcar on a wet day on the 
other side of the bridge, and to have to 
find their way afoot across the bridge, is 
a serious state of atiairs, which I think 
we are bound to alter. Then it is said 
that the Embankment should not be 
spoiled. In my constituency we have 
tramways on roads so narrow that it is 
really impossible for a carriage to pass 
between. the tramcar and the kerb. If 
ever there was a road absolutely fitted for 
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the purpose of tramways, it is the 
Thames Embankment, and although | 
personally enjoy using the Embankment 
very much, and should be personally 
sorry to see these tramways, still it js 
obvious that they must go there. Wa 
have sanctioned tramways in almost 
every part of London, and it does seem 
to me to be rather absurd that we should 
endeavour to prevent them from going 
down the Embankment, because they 
would come near to this House, 
Whether we pass this Measure to-day or 
not, it is quite clear that the tramways will 
have to come over the bridge before very 
long. It is quite clear that they will have 
to go along the Embankment, and there 
fore I shall certainly support the Second 
Reading of this Bill. As I said before, 
many of us do not like it, but in London 
we must do our very best to extend and 
increase the facilities for locomotion in 
every possible way. 

*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): The 
London County Council which has intro- 
duced this Bill. is the local authority, and 
in that capacity is mainly responsible 
for London traffic. I venture to say that 
if the Corporation of Glasgow or the Cor- 
poration of Liverpool were providing a 
similar Bill to this, Members on both 
sides of the House would defer to the 
suggestions of the local authority in the 
matter of regulating the traffic of its 
own city. I think that the House of 
Commons will do well to ignore any per- 
sonal objections that its Members may 
have, and will deal with this Bill as they 
would with the Bill of any municipal 
corporation by sending it upstairs to a 
Committee. Every Member of this 
House must be acquainted with the extra- 
ordinary growth of the London traffic, 
the congestion of that traffic in some 
streets, and particularly the dangerous 
congestion which exists within the pre 
cincts of this House. This state of things 
is due to one of two reasons—reasons 
which the House of Commons is mainly 
responsible for. What do we find! 
From Kensington Town Hall to West- 
minster Bridge, through St. James’s 
Park, the Green Park, Hyde Park, and 
Kensington Gardens—owing to the pri- 
vacy of these public parks—the traffic 
from the west is diverted round Picca- 
dilly, down Cockspur Street, to Par- 
liament Street, to get over West- 
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minster Bridge, and the effect of 
that is ito bring to the corner of 
Parliament Street a large amount of 


traific that is dangerous to legislators and 
inconvenient to the general public. In 
order to minimise that to some extent 
the London County Council proposes that 
the traffic in Parliament Street shall be 
lessened by taking the traffic from Soutk 

London over Westminster Bridge, down 
the Victoria Embankment, which is rela- 
tively unused, and discharge that traffic 
at points like New Scotland Yard, “age 
ing Cross, the Temple, and, finally, a 

Blackfriars Bridge. If that were Pes 
we should have much relief to the traffic 
going from south to west by Parliament 
Street, and from east to west over 
Westminster Bridge. There would also 
be great relief to Ludgate Hill, Fleet 
Street, the Strand, and Parliament 
Street. It is for these considerations 
that this Bill is mainly introduced. What 
are the arguments against it? We have 

heard the argument of the legislative Sam 
Weller from “the Member for Marylebone, 
who used the stage coach argument that 
Sam Weller senior would have used 70 or 
80 years ago ; but beyond an objection to 
‘buses and trams, what the average coach- 
man, especially the conservative coach- 
man, feels, there was no single argument 
in the honourable Member’s speech. I 
venture to say that the House of Com- 
mons has only got to go to the Surrey 
side of Westminster Bridge and see the 
struggle that the people have to get in 
and out of the trams to be convineed of 
the necessity for this Bill. Honourable 
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side of the water—generally speaking, 
not very rich people. They are people 
to whom a penny or twopenny ride is a 
very serious consideration. What is the 
result of the present state of things? In 
this country we have much weather, but 
very little climate, and it is a great con- 
sideration to shop girls, and especially to 
working women, that they should not be 
turned out on the Surrey side of West- 
minster Bridge to wrestle with Govern- 
ment clerks for a halfpenny ’bus, and in 
many cases to walk over the bridge and 
get wet through, and stand in their wet 
clothes for an hour or so. From mere 
humane considerations this Bill ought to 
pass. We go over the bridge to Parlia- 
ment Street, and what do we see there? 
We see that Parliament Street is getting 
more and more congested. But why is it 
so congested? It is congested because 
the tramways discharge their passengers 
on the Surrey side, and because they are 
not allowed to cross the bridge and dis- 
charge them at various points along the 

“mbankment. The Tramways Company 
have put on 30 or 40 halpenny buses 
that are responsible for certainly half of 
the congestion—the dangerous congestion 


which exists outside this House. I sug- 
gest that if these tramways came over 
the bridge these "buses would be dis- 


continued, and that obstruction would be 
removed to that extent. Now I come to 
the zsthetic objections to the Bill. I do 
not see how a straight line of rails down 
the Embankment will affect the view of 
the Embankment in any respect whatso- 





Members, when next they go to Henley, 
to Ascot, and to Goodwood, will observe 
that, through the tramway having its 
terminus on the Surrey side, Westmin- 
ster Bridge is frequently blocked with 
cabs and other vehicles, and the effect of 
that is to cause a danger to life and 
property, and to be a disgrace to the 
local authority, which cannot by any 
means, especially if this Bill is rejected, 
prevent that condition of things from 
continuing. It is in order to prevent it 
that we propose that the tramways shall 
stop, not at the Surrey side, as they do 
now, but shall be allowed to go over 
Westminster Bridge, and discharge at 
one, two, three, or four points upon the 
Embankment. First let us deal with the 
passengers who come from the south, the 
south-east, and south-west of the Surrey 


ever. I cannot see how it will affect the 
bridge, and I cannot understand Members 
who wanted the Westminster Improve- 
ment Bill passed objecting to this Rill 
on the ground that it will interfere with 
the esthetic view of the Embankment. 
Let us deal with the practical details of 
the Bill, and I think that is the chief 
thing to deal with. I believe that the 
Thames Embankment is wide enough for 
the swell who drives and for the poor 
man who rides. I believe it is wide 
enough for the prosperous stockbroker in 
his hansom cab and the prosperous jour- 
nalist in his private carriage. What is 
the width of the Embankment? From 
wall to wall it is about 140 feet wide. 
The roadway is 90 feet wide, and if this 
Bill is allowed to go upstairs to a Com:- 
mittee there will be one or two sugges- 
tions made in order to suit the conveni- 
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ence and the objections of honourable 
Members, as to which way would best 
suit the public generally in the location 
of the tram lines. We could either have 
the tram lines near the gutter on each 
side, letting the vehicular traffic go in 
the middle of the road, or we could put 
the tram lines down the centre, and leave 
the vehicular traffic to the sides. Seven- 
teen feet only will be occupied by the 
tram lines, and that will leave a width of 
road available for vehicular traffic wider 
than Victoria Street. There will be 73 
feet of roadway clear for cabs and other 
vehicles, whether you have the rails on 
the side or in the centre, and that is 
sufficient to enable both sections of the 
public to have their respective convey- 
ances. Then we come to another argu- 
ment used against this Bill, and that is 
that demonstrations will be inconveni- 
enced. I thank honourable Members 
opposite for their sympathy to demon- 
strators. It is the first time in their 
lives that they have ever expressed such 
a feeling, and incidentally they express 
that sympathy for the first time when 
their own convenience is likely to be 
affected. Anyone who knows anything 
about demonstrations (and I know very 
little) will find that in the largest demon- 
stration we have ever massed on the 
Thames Embankment, you could run a 
double tram line down the centre and 
there would be sufficient room for the 
processionists, as any competent police 
officer would be able to tell. But I am 
told that there is another class of persons 
who object to the tramways, and that is 
the class who think that the Metropolitan 
Railway Company may be affected if this 
healthy competition is established. Then 
we are to understand that the modern 
zsthete is in favour of blow-holes for the 
dividends of private companies, but is not 
in favour of tramways for the riding pub- 
lic. If our beautiful Embankment can 
be vandalised by the Underground Rail- 
way, withits stinking blow-holes, poison- 
ing the air, and making a hideous eyesore 
to the Embankment, which I should like 
to see removed—if that can be done for 





private profit, are we to listen to 
esthetic objections to a tramway, 
when these objections come from 
shareholders or directors of the 


Metropolitan Railway Company respon- 
sible for these abominations? The 
‘objections to tramways are mainly senti- 
Mr. Burns. 
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mental, and the objections to this Bill are 
perhaps made to gratify a prejudice 
against the London County Council. But 
I believe that the House of Commons will 
put itself above the personal or the preju- 
diced view, and will look at this Biij 
from the point of view of what is best 
for the convenience of millions of people, 
I say that these people demand a tram- 
way over Westminster Bridge. They 
demand that you should not turn people 
out on the Surrey side in wet weather 
and cause them to walk across the 
bridge. I am positively convinced of 
this, that, if the tramways are allowed to 
go over Westminster Bridge, the county 
council, as the bridge authority, will see 
that the tramway lines are kept in the 
best possible condition, as good as they 
are on the Clapham Road—which are 
admirably kept—and if this+ Bill passes 
and the tram lines go down the Embank- 
ment we may be able to kill two birds 
with one stone by taking up the macada- 
mised road when the tramway is laid, 
and putting down a fine hardwood 
pavement from one end to the other—a 
pavement that would give the cab rider 
that splendid smooth ride and the pri- 
rate carriage rider the beautiful ease to 
which we should like to accommodate 
them. But, whether that is done or not, 
two millions of people in the south of 
London demand it, in the interest of the 
men who work, and who produce the 
wealth of this city; and if the 
West End of London were polled, 
and if the people of the West End had to 
choose as to whether their occasional 
inconvenience should weigh against the 
daily, material, pressing personal wants 
of the people, I believe that they would 
subordinate their personal inconvenience 
and ethestic feelings, rather than that 
men and women should be subjected to 
the daily and hourly inconvenience which 
they are now caused. In the interests of 
the vast majority of the people of this city 
who demand this great boon, I ask, with 
some confidence, that this Bill should be 
sent to a Select Committee in the ordi- 
nary way, so that the London County 
Council may be enabled to deal with the 
traffic of London to the satisfaction of 
themselves as the local responsible 
body, and to the convenience of the 
travelling public. 
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Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): This is a 
Bill which I think the House not only can 
deal with, but ought to deal with. The 
site is one which is known to every Mem- 
ber of the House, and the conditions of 
life around it are also well known. That 
being so, it enables us to deal with this 
proposal as we dealt with the Westmin- 
ster Improvement proposal. The House 
ought to intervene in dealing with this 
Bill, and ought not to allow it to go to 
a Committee, because if it passes through 
this House. we should shortly have the 
county council asking to use the roads 
of the west of London, and under these 
circumstances it becomes the duty of the 
House to deal with the matter at once. 
J do not propose to recapitulate the argu- 
ments which were so well brought for- 
ward by the honourable Member for 
Marylebone. In my opinion, he made 
out an overwhelming case against this 
Bill, and I am hopeful that the House 
will throw it out to-day with a majority 
as emphatic as that which rejected the 
Bill a few days ago. Assuming that 
there is a need for bringing the tram- 
ways across the bridge, then, without 
doubt, the direction that they should 
take would not be along the Victoria 
Embankment, but round Parliament 
Square, along Victoria Street to Victoria 
Station, turning off to the right along 
the new road which we are about to con- 
struct along Whitehall, taking passengers 
from the south of London ‘to Trafalgar 
Square, and the shop girls—for whom 
the honourable Member opposite speaks 
—to their shops in Regent Street and 
Piccadilly Circus. There is not a single 
road throughout the whole length and 
breadth of London better served than 
the Thames Embankment in the matter 
of traffic. Anybody who wishes to go 
from Westminster Bridge to Blackfriars. 
would never dream of travelling along 
the Embankment in an omnibus or tram- 
way, whilst they had the Underground 
Railway at their disposal. The fact of 
the matter is, that anyone who has 
watched the traffic over Westminster 
Bridge as I have done for 20 years. will 
find that it does not bear off to the east 
—it goes more or less westward, or uses 
the Westminster Bridge Station of the 
Underground line. What will happen if 
the trams are brought across Westmin- 


ster Bridge? It is said that will not be a 
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terminus ; but I say that of necessity it 
will be a permanent stopping place for 
everybody that comes across, if it is to 
be any good at all. Every tramcar 
crossing the bridge will have to stop at 
the foot of the bridge, and those who are 
familiar with the permanent stopping 
places of trams know what that means. 
These will be horse-drawn cars, and there 
will be mess and filth and stench all day 
long right at our very front door. The 
House will recollect that, when we were 
passing a Bill dealing with motor-car 
traffic, one of the arguments was that 
it would minimise the amount of horse 
traffic in London. I have often oppor- 
tunities for watching what is transpiring 
at. tramway stopping places, and it is my 
experience of what occurs at them which 
determines me in opposing the creation 
ot one here at our own very doors. 
Those who desire to cross Westminster 
Bridge under cover can avail themselves 
of omnibuses crossing there, without 
adding to the disfigurement of West- 
minster by putting a tramway line down. 
There is one argument which has not 
been referred to. If it be assumed that 
this Bill is opposed in the interests of 
well-to-do journalists and Conservative 
coachmen, then the honourable Member 
who thinks that has quite mistaken the 
position. This is one of the very few 
Bills that have come before the House 
as to which deputations of working men 
have come here opposing the passing of 
the Bill, and I refer to a class of working 
man whose comfort desires considera- 
tion—those who have to spend their 
whole working day in the Strand and 
Fleet Street. Let honourable Members 
go down the Strand or Fleet Street and 
see the hundreds of young men having 
their luncheons under uncomfortable con- 
ditions—standing at public-house bars, 
and so on—and then watch them as they 
go tothe Thames Embankment for fresh 
air—the only place whera they can secure 
an hour’s quietude, an hour’s comfort. 
I do not refer to the well-to-do journalist, 
who can take refuge in his club, but to 
the man who has had to labour at 
his desk all day long; and it is he who 
comes to the Lobby and asks his Mem- 
ber to vote against this Bill, because his 
chance of getting a little tran- 
quillity during the day will be 
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destroyed by the traffic which will 
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pass along the Embankment. If I am 
asked for evidence as to what repre- 
sentatives of the Press think of this 
scheme, I can only say that out of their 
own contributions they have provided a 
fund for petitioning against the passing 
of this Measure, because it is a well- 
recognised place of resort for those 
seeking peace and quietness. Those 
who have had any experience of the 
Strand and Fleet Street know that it 
is a common practice to gravitate to one 
of the finest promenades that London 
possesses ~a promenade which this Bill 
proposes to spoil. Reference has been 
made to replacing the macadamised road 
by a wood pavement, but my opinion is 
that if the London County Council once 
gets a line along there for their trams 
there will be no wood paving. The 
experience of other places will be 
repeated, and we shall find the macada- 
mised road turned into a hard, noisy 
stone paving, not only resulting in the 
destruction of the Embankment from an 
zsthetic point of view, but resulting 
also in ceaseless noise and constant 
turmoil. If there is not to be ceaseless 
noise and constant turmoil, then that is 
a clear argument that the line is alto- 
gether unnecessary ; for, if it be neces- 
sary, it will be used all day long. The 
passing of this Bill will not only result 
in spoiling the site immediately opposite 
this House, it will not merely be destruc- 
tive of the approaches to the river, 
but it will prove to be the thin edge of 
the wedge, and a thin end that the 
House ought to very closely watch. If 
you once get lines across the bridge, 
then, in twelve months, we shall have a 
further Bill for taking them along Vic- 
toria Street, Whitehall, the Strand, and 
some of the finest thoroughfares 
that London possesses will be utterly 
destroyed. We have here near to us the 
two ends of two magnificent. thorough- 
fares—Victoria Embankment and Chel- 
sex Embankment. In a few years we 
may hope to see them united, and I 
most sincerely hope that we shall not be 
taking the step we are asked to to-day, 
and, running a tramway along the 
Embankment, spoil that prospect for 


ever. .The traffic along there and 
over Westminster Bridge can well 
be met by omnibuses without this 
needless and vexatious line being 
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made. I trust that we shall with- 
out hesitation reject this Bill, and [| 
feel quite certain that if that is done 
my London friends will be heartily glad 
to find that the House of Commons has 
set its face against it. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I am rather sorry that this 
Debate has been made to turn into some- 
thing of a class question. The honour- 
able Member who has just spoken has 
based his objection to the Bill largely on 
the inconvenience to Members of this 
House, or partially on the incon- 
venience it will cause to Members of this 
House. If this House stood in one of 
the most central portions of London, and 
then the honourable Gentleman had said 
that the making of these tramways 
would be a nuisance, I could have 
accepted his argument; but I do not 
think that any Member of this House 
would be justified in objecting to this 
Bill on the ground of any inconvenience 
it might cause to Members of this House. 
Then there is my honourable Friend the 
Member for Battersea. He has put 
great force into the class argument. If 
I thought that the argument was well 
founded, I confess I should have found it 
impossible to go into the Lobby against 
my honourable Friend. His argument 
amounts to this: that the working 
classes, men and women, are deposited 
on the other side of Westminster Bridge 
in all kinds of weather, and are com- 
pelled to get out of the tramway, and 
either walk across the bridge or get into 
an omnibus. I regard that as a very 
strong argument indeed; but it is an 
argument from which I deduce two con- 


sequences: one in agreement with my 
honourable Friend, and the other in 
opposition. I am agreed with him in 


thinking that there is a strong case 
made in favour of bringing a tramway 
across the bridge, but I do not agree 
with him in the further consequences 
that will follow, and that brings me to 
the arcument of the honourable Gentle 
man the Member for North Islington. 
His arezumient proved too much. He 
savas that, having allowed tramways else- 
where, how can we object to this one? 
The reason I object to this one is because 
I think there are certain conditions of 
London that will be absolutely ruined 
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Now, with regard to the argument of my 
honourable Friend about people having 
to get out of tramways on the other 
side of Westminster Bridge, what does 
that lead him to? If the trams come 
to this side of the bridge they will have 


to get out there, too; and as their 
destination is often the West End of 
London, they would not be in the 


least bit better off by the line going 
along the Thames Embankment. Iknow 
South London almost as well as my 
honourable Friend. I lived in it for 
years. I stumped nearly every part of 
it during various elections, and I know 
that what happens is that the traffic in 
the south of London divides itself into 
two streams—the one going east to the 
City, and the other going to Westminster 
Bridge, and then on tothe West End. The 
latter part of the traffic will go to the 
West End by the present means, whether 
you have a tramway on the Thames 
Embankment or not. One of my chief 
objections to this Bill is that I dislike 
the idea of the Thames Embankment 
being destroyed, and I say that on 
esthetic grounds, and I am not ashamed 
to do so. We ought not to be afraid in 
this House of mentioning such a thing 
when the beauty of a locality being inter- 
fered with is under discussion. That is 
the kind of language used by those 
vandals who put trams—which my 
honourable Friend is such an advocate 
of—in the ancient streets of the beautiful 
metropolis of Paris, and have absolutely 
destroyed it beyond repair. The Thames 
Embankment plays a large part in the 
life of the working classes of this coun- 
try. It is their playground, and ought 
to be made a playground more than it is. 
If I had my way there would be a half- 
dozen military bands playing along it 
every Sunday. I am afraid if Ib were a 
Scotch Member that that admission 
would go against me on election day. 
But that is the function which, in my 
opinion, this Embankment ought to play 
in the life of the working classes of this 
country, and if you are going to tear it 
up and destroy it by a tramway to this 
extent, you are destroying the possibility 
of its fulfilling that function. I have 
another objection. I know that a good 


many gentlemen are able to sleep in all 
Everybody who 


kinds of circumstances. 
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has studied the life of modern cities 
must know that noise is one of their 
greatest curses. For that reason I will 
give my opposition to every tramway 
that goes beyond a certain portion of 
London. I have the benefit of some 
experience upon this question. Anybody 
who has lived in the city of New York 
has found a reason there against the 
extension of the tramway system to 
certain portions of the city. Why, Sir, 
Broadway is one of the worst streets in 
the universe, mainly because of its tram- 
ways. If you admit the system in 
London you will destroy one of London’s 
greatest conveniences and greatest pro- 
tections—namely, the facility with which 
it can get to certain portions of the West 
End of London. For all these reasons, 
notwithstanding the appeal of my honour- 
able Friend the Member for Battersea, I 
shall vote against this Bill. 


Tramways Bill. 


*Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I only wish to say a few words 
on this subject. I object to this Bill on 
the ground so ably stated by my honour- 
able Friend opposite. The people of 
South London who want to go to Black- 
friars Bridge can already do so in a much 
shorter time than by going to West- 
minster and then down the Embank- 
ment to Blackfriars. The honourable 
Gentleman for Battersea, when he 
states that the shop girls are badly 
used by having to get into _half- 
penny "buses, does not proceed to say 
that these halfpenny ’buses run down 
the Embankment. If he did that 
there would be some ground for his state- 
ment that a tramway down the Embank- 
ment would be a convenience. The half- 
penny ‘buses do not run down the 
Embankment. It is very evident that 
when they get this side of Westminster 
Bridge they would get either into a half- 
penny "bus or the Underground Railway. 
We must also remember that all along 
the Embankment there are underground 
stations which people can use, and 
when you get to the end of the Embank- 
ment you come to Blackfriars, which is 
of no use to anybody. People who go 
to Blackfriars go to the City. It is abso- 
lutely impossible to suppose that the 
tramway should be continued along 
Queen Victoria Street, because it is 
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almost impossible to get along Queen 
Victoria Street as it is. There is also a 
large block at the end of Blackfriars 
Bridge, which will be intensified if it 
becomes a terminus for tramway lines. It 
is in the belief that this Bill offers no 
real advantage to the people of the south 
of London that I intend to vote against 
it. 

*Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): We 
have heard that this Bill is put forward 
in the interests of the working men. 
That I deny. I say that nothing can be 
more detrimental to the working men who 
come from Hammersmith or Kensington 
than to do anything to compete with the 
already overburdened Metropolitan and 
District Railway. That railway is only 
ordered by this House to run one work- 
man’s train per day. As a matter of 
fact, it runs 35, and has carried 6,850,000 
passengers. The honourable Member for 
Battersea has said that some 2,000,000 
people are to be considered in South 
London. Here you have 6,000,000 work- 
ing men already in possession, and are 
you going to do anything which would 
stop that train service from being 
carried out in the way it is being carried 
out? My experience as Her Majesty’s 
Inspector of Factories, both in North 
Kensington and South Kensington, is that 
the working men do not go to their work 
to the City either by the Strand or by the 
Embankment, and if you go down there 
you will see that the class of people who 
do use it are certainly not the class of 
people for whom it is necessary to make 
a tramway. I hope, in the interests of 
the working men, that the House wiil 
reject this Bill. I am not at all in favour 
of the arguments of the Member for West 
Ham. They are absolutely against my 
convictions on this subject. The only 
subject I am at one with him is that the 
Bill should be rejected. 


*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to certain arguments 
which have not been used in favour of 
the Bill. It seems an extraordinary 
thing for a Member on this side of the 
House to be in favour of this Bill, be- 
cause I have heard so many speeches 
against it. I have studied this question, 
and I am convinced that this Bill will be 
of great utility, and will do a great deal 
in preventing congestion of traffic in this 


Embankment 


Mr. Banbury. 
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neighbourhood. It is proposed that a 
tramway should go over Westminster 
Bridge and then down the Embankment 
by two lines of rails close together on the 
south-west side. That would not at all 
interfere with the traffic in any way that 
Ican see. I do not at all appreciate 
the arguments which have been adduced 
by the honourable Member for the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool about people 
being disturbed in their sleep. Nobody 
sleeps on the Thames who is likely to be 
disturbed by the trams running. The 
great traffic from the north and north- 
west to the south goes down Charing 
Cross and along Parliament Street. 
If the tramway were running over 
Westminster Bridge and along the 
Victoria Embankment to Blackfriars, the 
traffic would go down Northumberland 
Avenue, and then go to the south of 
London, and I am convinced that in that 
way a great deal of good would be done. 
I was myself opposed to this Bill. I have 
voted previously against the Bill, but I 
am now convinced that it will be a 
great advantage to the traffic of London 
if this Bill is allowed to pass, on condi- 
tion that the two lines of trams were 
close together, on the south-west side of 
Victoria Embankment. Then the whole 
of the road on the northern side 
of the Embankment would be _per- 
fectly free for carriages. If that is 
done I am convinced that it will relieve 
this congested part of London to an 
enormous extent, and I fail myself to see 
any danger. I have read the evidence 
given by the police inspectors, where they 
say that certain stoppages would occur. 
I think that they are anticipating that 
the tramways are going to unburden 
right in the middle of the road on this 
side of the bridge, whereas what would be 
necessary would be that we should see 
that all the trams have to go a little 
way down the Embankment before they 
are allowed to stop, none being allowed 
to stop on the bridge. The police have 
the regulation of the traffic, and they 
could easily manage that. The House 
will, in my opinion, make a great mis 
take if it does not give this Bill a Second 
Reading; if they did that, the suc 
gestions which I have made, and which 
I think would tend to improve the Bill, 
could be properly discussed. Some 
people say that we do not want a tram- 
way coming into the centre of London, 
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but you must understand that if this 
tramway goes along the river side there 
are no streets to cross with the 
trams, and there is no traffic to 
interfere with. It would run straight 
along without interfering with anybody, 
and, with the lines running close to- 
ether, would not in any way interfere 
with the traffic. I do hope that gentle- 
men on this side of the House will con- 
sider the arguments and points I have 
put before them. Speaking from the poiat 
of view of one who knows the Metropolis 
well, and who is in the habit of driving 
through the Metropolis a great deal, and 
who has a great many conveyances block- 
ing up the thoroughfares, I think this 
would be a great improvement, and would 
do a great deal to unite the north and 
south of the Thames. 


Mr. KNOX (Londonderry): Under this 
Bill the trams will be horse trams, and 
it would be beyond the scope of the Com- 
mittee to alter that provision under the 
Standing Order, so that they must re- 
main horse trams should this Bill pass. 
Now I consider that a horse tram is an 
anachronism, they would not be per- 


mitted in any other city in the 
world to be set up. The London 
County Council has absolutely op- 


posed every attempt at electric street 
trams. They have refused to allow 
the existing trams to be equipped with 
electricity, they have refused to allow 
electricity to be used at all for trams, 
and under this Bill they provide that ii 
is not to be an electric line. 


Mr. STUART: The London County 
Council has under consideration the ques- 
tion of electric tramways, and it has been 
represented to them that the subject 
ought to be dealt with as a whole. 


Mr. KNOX: In other parts of the 
world this question has been dealt with 
as a whole. In every progressive city 
in the world, by private enterprise, elec- 
tric tramways have been erected, and 
when my honourable Friend beside me 
alluded to a tramway down the Champs 
d’Elysée he did not inform us that that 
is to be an electric tram. But this is to 
be a horse tram, and there is all the dif- 
ference in the world between the two. 
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I would as soon think of voting for a 
rate-aided stage coach as for this Bill. 


Question put—“ That the word ‘now’ 
stand part of the question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 129; Noes 
248.—(Division List No. 87.) 





QUESTIONS. 


GRATUITIES TO SCOTCH PRISONERS. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
how many persons discharged from local 
prisons in Scotland during the year ended 
31st March, 1897, received a gratuity of 
£21 


Tut LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Mvrray, Buteshire): I am informed by 
the Prison Commissioners for Scotland 
that one prisoner received a gratuity of 
£2 - the year ended the 31st March, 
1897. 


GRATUITIES TO ENGLISH PRISONERS. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment how many persons discharged from 
local prisons in England and Wales dur- 
ing the year ended 3lst March, 1897, 
received a gratuity of £2, the maximum 
allowed by the Prison Act? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Rivuzy, Lancashire, N., Blackpool): The 
information which the honourable Mem- 
ber asks for is not immediately available, 
and would involve a good deal of labour 
to collect. I have called, however, for a 
Return covering a shorter period, and 
shall be happy to communicate the 
results to him when they reach me. 


IRISH PAUPER LUNATICS. 

Mr. C. J. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
take steps to have the Treasury grant for 
the support of Irish pauper lunatics 
increased, as, for some years past, it has 
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not been able to defray one-half of the 
cost of such patients, which, on its initia- 
tion, it was supposed to do, the rate-in- 
aid amounting to 4s. per week; and 
whether he is aware that the rate-in-aid 
allowed to Scotch asylums was increased 
last year to 4s. 3d. per week? 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY vo tHe 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, Central) : It 
is not correct to say that the Parliamen- 
tary grant in aid of the cost of maintenance 
of Irish pauper lunatics was supposed, or 
calculated, to defray one-half of the cost 
of maintenance. The grant has always 
been a contribution in aid of the local 
cost of maintenance at the maximum 
rate of 4s, a head per week. The contri- 
bution has been limited to this maximum 
rate, irrespective of what the local cost 
may be, and it is not proposed to increase 
the rate. The honourable Member is also 
under a misapprehension in regard to the 
Scotch grant. The contribution in aid of 
pauper lunatics in Scotland is fixed by an 
Act of 1892 at £115,500 per annum, and 
is paid out of the Local Taxation Account 
for Scotland. It is true that this grant 
in the year 1896-7 was equivalent to a 
rate of about 4s. 3d. for each lunatic 
whose maintenance cost 8s. per week. or 
upwards. Where the cost of maintenance 
was less than 8s. per week. the rate was 
proportionately less. For the year 
1897-8 the grant was equivalent to a rate 
of 4s. 2d. per week in cases where the 
cost was 8s. per week. or upwards. No 
grant is allowed in Scotland in respect of 
any expenditure in excess of 8s. per 
week. The Irish grant, as the honour- 
able Member is aware, has hitherto been 
borne on the votes, and a sum of 
£143,653 is provided in the Estimates 
for the current financial year. 


LETTERKENNY RAILWAY TAX. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury (1) whether his attention has been 
called to the resolution of the Derry 
Grand Jury and the Dunfanaghy Board of 
Guardians with respect to the necessity 
of arrangements by the Treasury to re- 
lieve the ratepayers of the tax now paid 
for the Letterkenny Railway ; (2) do the 
Treasury propose to hand over any sum 


Mr. Engledew. 
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to this company ; (3) is it the fact that the 
company is paying a dividend of 7 per 
cent. on its entire system, while exacting 
4d. in the pound off a congested district 
in Donegal ; (4) can he say what security 
the guaranteeing baronies have as to the 
method of calculating earnings and charg. 
ing expenses on the guaranteed part of 
the system under which the ratepayers 
are called upon to make good a deficit 
while other parts of the line are earning 
7 per cent ; (5) have the Board of Works 
power under the Act of 1896 to order 
an inquiry into these matters ; (6) can he 
state the average earnings per mile per 
week of the guaranteed portion and 
the non-guaranteed portion of the 
line, with the outlay charged against each 
section; and (7) whether the Treasury 
have statutory authority to examine into 
the accounts of every Irish railway 
whether State-aided or otherwise? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To tue 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston): (1) I am aware of the resolu- 
tion of the Dunfanaghy guardians, but 
not of that of the grand jury. (2) If the 
company referred to is the Lough Swilly 
Railway Company—which I believe pays 
a dividend of 7 per cent.—it is in con- 
templation to pay certain moneys to that 
company for the construction of the pro- 
posed new Donegal lines ; but such pay- 
ments have no reference to the Letter- 
kenny line. (3) The railway company do 
not exact the rate of 4d. in the pound. 
That rate is levied under the provisions 
of an Act of Parliament for the purpose 
of paying principal and interest of a loan 
of £35,000 advanced by the Board of 
Works for the construction of the Letter- 
kenny railway. (4) The Board of Works 
have power to examine—and do examine 
—the accounts of the Lough Swilly Rail- 
way Company, so far as regards their 
working of the Letterkenny line. By the 
agreement under which the company work 
that line, 34 per cent. of the gross receipts 
are taken by the Board of Works to pay 
their charges in respect of a loan of 
£50,000, the first of two loans which 
they advanced for construction of the 
railway. The local rates are chargeable 
only in respect of the second loan of 
£35,000. As the Board’s receipts from 
the undertaking do not suffice to cover 
their charges in respect of the first loan, 
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the rates have to bear the full charge 
for the second loan. (5) The Act of 189 
does not apply to this railway, which was 
constructed under earlier private Acts. 
6) The average earnings per mile per 
week of the guaranteed line are nearly 
£8. (7) No. The Board of Works has 
power of examination into any railway 
on which it has a mortgage, and the 
Treasury has also special powers under 
agreements for the construction and 
working of certain railways under the 
Acts of 1889 and 1896. 


PRESTATYN (FLINTSHIRE) BURIAL 
DISPUTE. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that on recently receiving 
notice of the intended interment under the 
Burial Act of 1880 in the church ceme- 
tery of Prestatyn, Flintshire, of Mrs. 
Jones, who had resided in apartments in 
the parish for 18 months, the vicar 
refused to allow the burial to take place, 
on the ground that the vestry had in 
1879 resolved that none but ratepayers 
and old inhabitants should be interred 
in the cemetery ; whether interment in 
the parochial graveyard cannot be 
claimed by law for any person dying in 
the parish; and whether any steps will 
be taken to prevent a repetition of such 
an occurrence ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: I have 
made inquiry of the vicar about this 
cese, and am informed by him that the 
resolution of the vestry, referred to in 
the Question, was directed against the 
interment of persons other than parish- 
ioners, and that he did not consider Mrs. 
Jones to be a parishioner. The vicar’s 
refusal was given, as I understand, before 
any notice under the Act of 1880 was 
served upon him. Neither the vestry 
nor the vicar have, of course, any power 
to limit the right of burial given by the 
common law, but whether that right 
existed in the present case is a question 
which it is for the law courts and not for 
me to decide. It is stated that a meet- 
ing of the vestry has been called for 
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to-day to consider the question of 
rescinding their resolution. 


NEW FOREST VERDERERS’ 
LITIGATION. 


Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hants, New 
Forest): I beg to ask the Secretary te 
the Treasury, what were the costs in- 
curred by the Office of Woods and 
Forests or the Crown in the late case of 
New Forest Verderers v. the Crown ; 
whether the Treasury is aware that the 
future costs of similar actions in the 
public interest might have to be raised 
by increasing the fines and dues from 
the commoners, who were for the most 
part totally unable to pay any increase ; 
and whether he would therefore recom- 
mend that a portion at any rate of the 
charges thus undoubtedly incurred in the 
public interest should be repaid by the 
Treasury ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The costs of the 
Crown in the recent case, which was 
compromised to avoid still greater ex- 
pense out of all proportion to the value 
of the interests involved, were £635. 
The costs of the Verderers were, I under- 
stand, paid out of a capital sum available 
for the purpose, and no levy was made 
upon the commoners. It is hardly cor- 
rect to say that the Verderers took the 
action they did in the public interest. 
It appears to have been taken solely in 
the interest of the local commoners for 
the protection of their grazing rights. 
I fear the Treasury would not be justi- 
fied in paying for the defence of these 
private local rights at the cost of the 
general taxpayer, especially as the ques- 
tion of costs were left entirely for the court 
to decide, and it rejected the Verderers’ 
application for costs, without even calling 
upon the Crown to reply. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH CHARGES. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): | beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will allow “ Charing 
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Cross" to be placed in the same category 
as “Llanfairpwilywyngyll,” and counted 
as one word in telegrams; what would 
be the estimated loss to the Department 
by allowing “Kentish Town” to be 
charged as one word; and whether he is 
aware that “St. Peter” is charged in 
telegrams as one word, but “Saint 
Peter” as two words? 


Proposed Cemetery 


Mr. HANBURY: The rule that the 
names of separate towns and villages 
should be treated as one word is, I think, 
both reasonable and easily understood. 
If parts of towns are treated as one word 
it practically means charging as one word 
the whole of the address except the name 
of the addressee. The only possible esti- 
mate that can be made of the probable 
loss on charging Kentish Town as one 
word is $d. each time that district is men- 
tioned in a telegram. Names with the 
prefix “St.” are treated as similar names 
with the prefix “O’” or “Mac.” 


SECRETARYSHIP OF THE NATIONAL 
GALLERY. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, on the recent appointment of a 
new keeper and Secretary to the National 
Gallery, the Treasury took advantage of 
the opportunity to discontinue the allow- 
ance of £125 in lieu of a house, made as 
a personal allowance to the late officer, 
and to revise the salary of £750 for the 
office, which is considerably more than 
those paid for any of the similar posts? 


Mr. HANBURY: The allowance of 
£125 for a house ceased on the retire- 
ment of the late holder—as I hope other 
allowances will also cease. The salary has 
been reduced from £750 to one com- 
mencing at £600, and rising to £750 in 
eight years. The salary is in excess of 
that for the similar post at the Tate 
Gallery, only because this official has 
extra duties to perform as secretary and 
accounting officer to the trustees. 


Mr. Henniker Heaton. 
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WICKLOW COASTGUARD STATION. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether the Inspecting Commander 
of Coastguards, lately appointed to the 
Wicklow station, whose headquarters are 
in Wicklow town, and whose duty and 
service require his presence on the coast, 
lives several miles inland; and whether 
this is in accordance with the regulations 
of the Coastguard system? 


Tue CIVIL LORD or ras ADMIRALTY 
(Mr. AvusTeN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcester- 
shire, E.): The Inspection Commander 
of the Wicklow Division of Coastguards 
resides at Glenealy, four miles from 
Wicklow, as no suitable house could be 
ebtained by him in Wicklow, or nearer 
than Glenealy. This is in accordance 
with the regulations of the Coastguard. 


PROPOSED CEMETERY AT BALLYMA- 
CARETT, 

CotonsL WARING (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his 
attention has been called to the report of 
Dr. Henry (the Medical Officer of Health 
of Comber, county Down) to the rural 
sanitary authority of Newtownards 
Union, with regard to the proposed new 
cemetery for the Ballymacarett side of 
Belfast ; whether steps will be taken to 
carry out his suggestion for the preven- 
tion of the pollution of the Comber River 
by the drainage from the cemetery ; and 
in what direction it is proposed to dis- 
charge it? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have been 
furnished by the Local Government 
Board with a copy of the Report of Dr. 
Henry, referred to in the first paragraph 
of the Question. The agreement for the 
purchase of the site of the proposed ceme- 
tery has not yet been completed, and the 
Board, before expressing their approval, 
will require to be satisfied that the site 
is a suitable one, and that the drainage 
of it can be effected so as not to be 
injurious to public health. The direct 
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tion in which it is proposed to discharge 
the drainage has not yet been decided 
by the Corporation of Belfast. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM 
OFFICIALS’ PENSIONS. 


Mr. C. A. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : I beg 
to ask the Vice President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether he is 
aware of the complaints which have been 
made by the attendants and messengers 
at the South Kensington Museum against 
the unequal operation of the principle on 
which Her Majesty’s Treasury have lately 
assessed their pensions; whether these 
complaints have been supported by the 
official heads of that Department ; 
whether their justice has been admitted 
by the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion; and whether, under these circum- 
stances, it is practicable that the 
grievances of these civil servants shall 
be referred for inquiry and report to the 
Select Committee which is now sitting 
on the Museums of the Science and Art 
Department 3 


Tue VICE PRESIDENT or rue COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
Complaints have been made by the 
attendants and messengers at the South 
Kensington Museum as to the assessment 
of their pensions. These complaints 
have been forwarded by the Committee 
of Council to the proper quarter. It is 
not within their province to determine 
the principles upon which pensions shall 
be assessed. The question whether the 
Select Committee on Museums now 
sitting should inquire into and report 
upon this matter is one which the Com- 
mittee itself should, in the first instance, 
determine. 


BUTLER ESTATE, COUNTY GALWAY. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
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the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what is 
the cause of the delay in carrying out 
the sale of certain holdings on the Butler 
estate in the county of Galway, in refer- 
ence to which an order was made by 
Mr. Justice Ross, under Section 40 of 
the Land Act of 1896, in December last? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In this 
case I am informed that some delay has 
occurred in the office of the solicitor 
having carriage of the sale, due, 
apparently, to the resettlement of the 
rental. The resettlement is in progress, 
however, and it is hoped that the request 
for an inspection pursuant to Section 40 
will soon be issued. 


ENTERIC FEVER AMONG EUROPEAN 
TROOPS IN INDIA. 

GeneraL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Government of India 
have arrived at any conclusion regarding 
the cause of the great increase in enteric 
fever among European troops in India ; 
whether the investigations which it was 
promised should be made are concluded ; 
and whether it is proposed to adopt any 
special measures to arrest the spread of 
this malady? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiron, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : No definite conclusion has been 
arrived at as to the cause of the increase 
in enteric fever among British troops in 
India, and the investigations on this sub- 
ject are still proceeding, selected medical 
officers having been specially detailed for 
this duty. Generally, the measures taken 
to check the spread of the disease are the 
improvement of the water supply, the 
provision of pure milk and butter, and 
improved sanitation of camps, canton- 
ments, and barracks. One cantonment, 


Dragshais, where there have been serious 
outbreaks of enteric fever, has been com- 
pletely evacuated for a year, pending the 
installation of an improved water supply 
and the disinfection of the barracks and 
their vicinity. 
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ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN SCOTTISH 
WATERS. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 1 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, having 
regard to the fact that 33 per cent. of 
the persons convicted for illegal trawling 
in Scottish waters during the years 1896 
and 1897 went to prison rather than pay 
the fines imposed, will he state why the 
provisions of Section 10, Sub-section 6, 
of the Sea Fisheries Regulations (Scot- 
land) Act, 1895, were not enforced 
against the owners of the offending 
vessels } 


Distress in 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The pro- 
visions of the sub-section referred tc were 
not enforced against the owners in the 
cases mentioned, because the sub-section 
did not apply to these cases. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state when the Con- 
gested Districts Board propose to take 
steps with a view to the acquisition of 
land for the purposes set forth in the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Act of 
last Session? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The Con- 
gested Districts Board are giving the 
matter their best attention, although as 
yet no land has actually been acquired. 


MAPS OF NORTH KERRY. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture if he can state in what condition 
of preparation are the 1/2500 scale 
maps of North Kerry, and especially those 
in connection with the districts of New- 
townsandes and Tarbert; and whether 
he can say how soon it is expected the 
appointed agent in Tralee will have the 
maps on sale? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tut BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, 
Liverpool, West Derby): The whole of 
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north Kerry has been surveyed on the 
25-inch scale, and the sheets are now in 
various stages for drawing and publica- 
tion. Those which comprise Tarbert 
and Newtownsandes will be published 
about the end of September, and will 
then be available for sale by the agent 
in Tralee. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right honour- 
able Gentleman say why, seeing that 
this portion of Kerry has been surveyed 
for the past 12 months, the maps have 
not been printed? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: So far as I know there 
has been no delay that could have been 
avoided. I will inquire if there are any 
circumstances in the case with which 
I am not acquainted. 


DISTRESS IN COUNTY KERRY. 


Mr. FLAVIN: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for South Kerry I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that an inquest was held on the 27th 
ultimo, at Killurly West, near Cahirci- 
veen, county Kerry, on the remains of a 
poor man named Joseph Griffin, at which 
the sworn evidence of Mary Griffin dis 
closed the fact that the deceased and his 
family had no potatoes since December, 
1897, with the exception of some received 
from the union for seed purposes, a por- 
tion of which they were compelled to 
eat, and that the diet of the family for 
several months past was Indian meal 
mixed with a little flour wet with water, 
also black tea, without any milk, as a 
drink ; that it was also sworn by Mary 
Griffin that the money she had earned 
as a hired servant to take her to America 
had to be spent by her to purchase food 
so as to prevent the family starving; 
and that it was sworn at the inquest that 
several members of the family, including 
the mother, were unwell and in delicate 
health for a long time, and that the 
coroner’s jury stated in their verdict that 
the death of Joseph Griffin was accele 
rated by insufficiency of food; and 
whether he will take steps to prevent 
a recurrence of such incidents? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
read a newspaper report of the proceed- 
ings at the inquest referred to in this 
Question, and have instructed the Local 
Government Board to hold an inquiry 
on oath, at the earliest possible date, 
into the circumstances surrounding the 
death of Griffin. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right honourable 
Gentleman aware that the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector was supplied with 
this man’s name last December as being 
in immediate want of relief? Is it not 
the case that no steps were then taken? 


[No Reply.] 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether, 
in accordance with his promise given on 
the 5th April, he has considered the 
question of instituting an inquiry into the 
past and present management and work- 
ing of the Gas Light and Coke Company, 
with a view to putting an end to the sys- 
tem whereby gas consumers on the north 
side of the Thames have to pay 3s. per 
1,000 feet as against 2s. 3d. per 1,000 
feet on the south side; and whether he 
is now in a position to make an announce- 
ment on the subject? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnm, Croydon) : 
The Board of Trade have been carefully 
considering this question. They have no 
statutory power to hold an inquiry. If 
the honourable Member thinks it desir- 
able to move for a Committee of this 
House, I will see that the proposal 
receives careful consideration. 


OMAGH LUNATIC ASYLUM. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the medical staff of the 
Omagh Lunatic Asylum and the inspec- 
tors of lunatic asylums attributed the late 
serious outbreak of typhoid fever in the 
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institution to defective sanitary arrange- 
ments ; and that, on the other hand, the 
sanitary expert, Mr. Parry, is of opinion 
that the most probable and immediate 
cause of the epidemic was the imperfect 
and unsuitable arrangements for water 
storage, and the want of attention to the 
cleanliness of the water tanks; who is 
accountable for the condition of the water 
tanks ; and, will he state what steps have 
been taken to safeguard the health of the 
patients, and prevent a recurrence of the 
state of things discovered by Mr. Parry? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The medi- 
cal staff of the Omagh Lunatic Asylum 
and the inspectors of lunatic asylums 
attributed the late outbreak of epidemic 
disease in the institution to defective 
sanitary arrangements, including the 
water supply, to which special attention 
was drawn in the inspectors’ report, and 
an analysis of the water directed to be 
obtained. There was no material differ- 
ence between the medical opinion and 
that of the sanitary expert, Mr. Parry ; 
although it is true that he dwelt specially 
on the unsuitable arrangements for the 
storage of water. and the want of atten- 
tion to the cleanliness of the tanks. The 
asylum staff, acting under directions of 
the Resident Medical Superintendent, is 
responsible for the condition of the tanks. 
The drainage and all the sanitary appli- 
ances have been remodelled on the most 
approved plans, and alterations have 
been made in the water tanks which will 
facilitate their being cleansed. 


WESTMINSTER BUILDING FATALITY. 


Mr. HUBBARD (Lambeth, Brixton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether any first 
aid was rendered to the wounded on the 
occasion of the disastrous collapse of a 
building in Orchard Street, Westminster, 
on the 21st ultimo, when a number of 
persons were injured, seven being killed ; 
and, whether any steps can be taken by 
the Government to develop an efficient 
ambulance service for London? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
1HE HOME DEPARTMENT: The men 


injured hy this accident were removed 
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immediately to Westminster Hospital, 
only 350 yards distant. This was con- 
sidered a better course than attempting 
to render first aid in the presence of a 
great and excited crowd. The five most 
seriously injured were, I am told, under 
treatment at the hospital within four 
minutes of the occurrence of the accident. 
Eight ambulances, from different police 
stations, and one horse ambulance ar- 
rived promptly on the scene, and of the 
100 constables present, 70 were compe- 
tent to render first aid. I have every 
reason to think that the police ambulance 
is thoroughly efficient. 


Telegraph Wires on 


FINES ON RENEWALS OF LEASES. 


Mr. BILLSON (Halifax): I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he can 
state the amount of the fines on renewals 
of leases upon which income tax has been 
charged in England during the past five 
years? 


Tae CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): The information could only 
be obtained by a return from each sur- 
veyor in the United Kingdom, and I do 
not think that the result would justify 
this, especially at a time when the sur- 
veyors are very busy with the new assess- 
ments. 


Sr J. T. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- 
wich): Will the right honourable Gentle- 
man consider the preparation of a return 
confined to the County of London? 


Tae CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER : I will inquire about that. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS. 


Mr. F. A. CHANNING (Northampton, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice-President cf 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether the whole of the 236 Voluntary 
schools which have refused to join any 
association, or what number of such 
schools have applied for « grant under 
the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897; 
whether in any cases the Grant has been 
refused ; and, if so, what is the number 


The Home Secretary. 
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of such schools, and on what ground has 
the grant been refused ; and what is the 
number of such schools whose claims to 
grants under the Act are still under con- 
sideration? 


Sir JOHN GORST: The number of 
unassociated schools which applied for a 
grant was 66. The grant, was refused 
to 31 schools: 25 on the ground that 
their refusal to join an association was 
unreasonable ; 6 on the ground that they 
were not necessitous. There are no 
claims still under consideration. 


TELEGRAPH WIRES 
PROPERTY. 


Mr. J. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brent- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, what right, statutory or 
otherwise, has he to place, and what is 
the usual practice of the Post Office 
authorities in placing, wires for tele- 
graphic purposes across the lands of 
private individuals without their con- 
sent; and within what period the 
authorities, when called upon to have 
such wires removed, do so? 


N PRIVATE 


Mr. HANBURY: Under the 21st 
section of the Telegraph Act, 1863, the 
Postmaster General, as successor to the 
Telegraph Companies, has the right in 
urban districts to place wires for tele- 
graphic purposes across the lands (with 
certain specified exceptions) of private 
individuals, after the consent of the local 
authority has been obtained to the 
placing of poles or wires in the adjoining 
street. He is under no obligation to 
remove the wires, though he is under an 
obligation on the receipt of 14 days’ 
notice to so alter them that they may 
not interfere with the raising or exten- 
sion of buildings on such lands. Outside 
urban districts the Postmaster General 
has no right to place telegraph wires 
across the lands of private individuals 
without their consent, except along high- 
ways; and the consent, in all cases, 
specifies the period within which the 
wires shall be removed in case the con- 
sent should be withdrawn. 
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397 Lighthouse Dues and 
VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. J. W. LOGAN (Leicester, 
Harborough): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board if it would be possible for a parent 
to be prosecuted three times on account 
of each unvaccinated child between the 
ages of 12 months and 14 years should 
the Vaccination Bill now before the 
House become law—namely, first, under 
section 29 of the 30 and 31 Vic., c. 84; 
secondly, by means of an application for 
a magisterial order under section 31 of 
the same Act; and thirdly, for dis- 
obedience of that order ; and whether he 
has considered that the fines and costs in 
those three prosecutions might amount 
to the sum of £4 6s. 6d.? 


Tae PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 4H. 
Cuapuin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): If 
the Vaccination Bill becomes law, 
a parent could only be proceeded 
against twice for penalties in re- 
spect of the same child, once under 
section 29 of the Act of 1867, and 
once under section 31 of that Act; but 
before proceedings could be taken for a 
penalty under section 31 a justice must, 
after summoning the parent to appear, 
direct the child to be vaccinated within a 
certain time. The maximum penalty in 
each of the two proceedings would be 
20s., but a parent might be required to 
pay costs, and the amount of such costs, 
I believe, varies in different districts. 


Mr. LOGAN: Then am I wrongly 
informed? Would it not be possible for 
a parent to be prosecuted the third time 
for disobedience? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I understand 


the answer I have given is complete. 


POONA PUNITIVE POLICE. 

Sm WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether the Bombay 
Government consulted the local officers 
before imposing upon the city of Poona a 
punitive police, costing Rs.230,400; 
whether he is aware that both the 
District Magistrate of Poona and the 
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Commissioner of the Division protested 
against this police being imposed; 
whether the Commissioner was censured 
by the Government for making this pro- 
test, and threatened to resign unless the 
censure was withdrawn; whether the 
censure was accordingly withdrawn or 
modified ; and whether he will lay the 
correspondence upon the Table of the 
House? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The decision to impose for two 
years a punitive police, costing about 
Rs.11,500 per annum, upon the city of 
Poona was arrived at by the Bombay 
Government, who are alone responsible 
for it; and their action was approved 
by me in Council. I am not in posses- 
sion of any information as to the various 
opinions of such subordinate officers as 
may have been consulted, and I should 
not be prepared to lay on the Table of 
the House any correspondence which may 
have taken place between the Govern- 
ment of Bombay and its subordinates 
on the subject. 


LIGHTHOUSE DUES AND TONNAGE 
TAXES. 

Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has had 
before him and has considered any invi- 
tation to Her Majesty’s Government to 
co-operate with the Government of the 
United States of North America in 
abolishing all lighthouse dues, tonnage 
taxes, or other equivalent tax or taxes on, 
and also all other fees for official service 
to, the vessels of the two nations em- 
ployed in the trade between the ports 
of Great Britain and the United States ; 
what other such dues, taxes, or fees. are 
levied in Great Britain on United States 
vessels besides light dues; whether he 
will consider what steps can be taken 
with a view to the abolition of light dues 
as well as of any other such dues, taxes, 
or fees, as indicated in the Act of Con- 
gress of 1886, in order to secure for 
British vessels a total exemption from 
tonnage dues in the United States 
similar to that now extended there to 
Dutch vessels ; and whether, in view of 
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the importance of the matter, he will 
reconsider the provisions of the Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund Bill, with a view to its 
effect upon the charges on British 
shipping in the United States? 


Alleged Pollution of 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD or 
TRADE: My answer to the first question 
is in the negative. No dues, taxes, or 
fees (except “light dues) are levied in 
Great Britain on United States vessels 
for official services—if by official services 
are meant’ services rendered by the 
Government, as distinguished from ser- 
vices rendered by harbour or dock 
authorities. The Government are not 
prepared to depart from the policy con- 
tained in the Mercantile Marine Fund 
Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman answer the 
last paragraph but one of the Question! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
TRADE: No, Sir; I am not prepared to 
take any such steps. 


Will the 
not even 
taken? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
right honourable Gentleman 
consider whether steps can be 


Tur PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: No, Sir; I think not. 


LAW OFFICERS OF THE 
CROWN. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, in view of the fact that 
the Attorney General receives a salary 
of £7,000 and the Solicitor General 
£6,000, and that several thousand pounds 
ayear are also paid to each of these officers 
in respect of contentious business under 
the Treasury Minute of the 5th July, 
1895, will he consider the advisability of 
abolishing the existing arrangement in 
favour of one for a fixed salary to cover 
all business of whatever sort done by them 
in virtue of their office, as in the case of 
the Lord Advocate and the Solicitor 
General for Scotland? 


FEES OF THE 


Mr. HANBURY: The 


arrangements 


under which the Law Officers receive re- 
muneration for all business done for anv 


Mr. 


Gihson Bowles. 
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Department of Government, and are de- 
barred from private practice, were care- 
fully considered in 1895, when the 
Minute of 5th July of that year was 
issued. It is not proposed to alter it, 


TELEGRAPH EXTENSION TO APPLE- 
CROSS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
Secretary for Scotland on the 3rd Decem- 
ber, 1896, stated, in response to an appli- 
cation for a telegraph extension to 
Applecross, that the case had been noted 
for consideration for assistance from the 
grant for telegraphs, assuming that grant 
to be renewed, which is administered by 
the Secretary for Scotland; and, in view 
of this promise, will he refer the appli- 
cation to the Congested Districts Board 
for consideration ? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I informed 
the honourable Member on the 22nd of 
last month how the application should 
be laid before the Congested Districts 
Board for their consideration. 


ALLEGED POLLUTION OF THE RIVER 
NETHY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, in view of the fact 
that the water of the River Nethy, which 
forms the water supply for the village of 
Causer, in the Badenoch district of Inver- 
ness-shire, is admitted to be polluted, he 
will suggest to the Inverness County 
Council the advisability of enforcing the 
provisions of the Rivers Pollution Pre- 
vention Act, with a view to the preven- 
tion of the discharge of sewage into the 
river immediately above the village? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The pollu- 
tion referred to by the honourable Mem- 
ber is not admitted by the local autho- 
rities, and the Secretary for Scotland 
does not consider that he can carry the 
matter further. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the pollution not ad- 
mitted by the Local Government Board 
for Scotland’ 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have[State for the Colonies whether he is 


nothing to add to the answer I gave on 
this subject the other day. 


QUEEN’S SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINA- 
TION. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorks.,W.R., 
Morley): I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether his attention has been 
called to the statement made by Dr. 
Macnamara, at the meeting of the London 
School Board on 29th April, to the effect 
that nine pupil teachers under the 
London Board, who passed the recent 
Queen’s Scholarship Examination in the 
first class, have been unable to secure 
places in any of the training colleges ; 
and that, while first-class scholars were 
refused admittance, room was found for 
second-class scholars; whether the De- 
partment will continue to pay the grants 
for the training of students of lower 
grade when those of a higher standing 
were desirous of entering the colleges ; 
whether he is aware that the authorities 
of the Norwich and Chichester Colleges 
refused admission to at least one of these 
students because the applicant was not 
a member of the Church of England ; 
and whether the Department will take 
into consideration the advisability of 
withholding the grant from these col- 
leges until such religious tests are 
removed ? 


Sir J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council have no information as to Mr. 
Macnamara’s statement. They have no 
power, under the existing Code, to inter- 
fere with the discretion of training col- 
leges in the selection of students for 
admission. The Royal Commission of 
1884 recommended, in effect, that no 
conscience clause should be imposed on 
existing training colleges, but that no 
new training colleges should be estab- 
lished without one. Upon this principle 
successive Governments have since acted 
down to the present time. 


TRANSFER OF COLONIAL STOCKS. 
Caprary O. YOUNG (Berks, Woking- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


aware that the banks at which all or any 
Colonial stocks are inscribed refuse 
to transfer such stocks unless a stock- 
broker is employed, even in cases where 
no actual sale takes place, as on the 
appointment of a new trustee under a 
settlement ; and whether any steps can 
be taken to simplify the transfer of 
Colonial securities in England? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHampBer.arn, 
Birmingham, W.): My attention had 
not been previously called to this matter. 
Under the provisions of the Colonial In- 
scribed Stock Act of 1877 it rests with 
the banks in whose books the stocks are 
inscribed to make such regulations in 
connection with transfers as they con- 
sider necessary for their protection as 
registrars of the stock. Satisfactory evi- 
dence of the identity of the transferor 
is indispensable, and this usually involves 
the employment of a stockbroker. As 
regards the latter part of the honourable 
Member’s Question I understand that the 
regulations for the transfer of Colonial 
inscribed stocks are not more stringent 
than those under which Consols are 
transferred, but I have no power to 
interfere with the discretion of the 
registrars of Colonial stocks in these 
matters. 


INCOME TAX ASSESSORS AS MONEY- 
LENDERS. 


Mr. H. H. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, 
St. George’s): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he is aware 
that Mr. Herbert B. Roéhss, of Anglesea 
Terrace, Bevois Hill, Southampton, who 
is an assessor of income tax, from the 
same address advertises as a money- 
lender in the Southampton papers, and 
trades sometimes as the Southampton 
Loan Advance Company; and whether 
he will represent to the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue the impropriety of 
permitting a professional money-lender 
to act as an assessor of income tax, and 
to have access to such sources of informa- 
tion as to the private means of possible 
clients as are available to him in that 
capacity ? 
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Mr. HANBURY: Mr. Rohss is not an 
officer of the Board of Inland Revenue, 
and that Board have no knowledge of 
the facts stated by the honourable Mem- 
ber. Assessors of income tax are ap- 
pointed by and are responsible to the 
local commissioners of income tax for 
the district in which they act. I cannot 
but agree with the honourable Member’s 
view if the facts of the case are as 
alleged. The Board of Inland Revenue 
are calling the attention of the local 
commissioners to the statements in the 
Question. 


Plague Regulations 


INDIAN CURRENCY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the words “internal trade,” used 
in the letter of appointment of the Indian 
Currency Committee, are intended to ex- 
clude from the inquiry the export trade of 
that country, and whether he will con- 
sider the desirability of adding some fur- 
ther words to make it clear that the Com- 
mittee should examine the effects the pre- 
sent and proposed currency regulations 
may have upon Indian exports; whether, 
in view of the importance of the industry, 
he is willing to add to the Committee 
one of the large London importers and 
growers of Indian and Ceylon tea; and 
whether any opportunity of discussing 
the reference will be given to the House? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: The dispatch from the Govern- 
ment of India, which is the principal sub- 
ject of reference to the Committee, deals 
with the measures necessary for securing 
“the stability of exchange,” which neces- 
sitates an inquiry into their effect on the 
export trade. The reference to the 
internal trade was inserted to show that, 
in the opinion of the Government, the 
effect on that trade would also form an 
important part of the inquiry of the 
Committee. One of the members of the 
Committee is, I believe, interested in the 
Indian and Ceylon tea trade. The Com- 
mittee is now finally constituted, and is 
making arrangements to begin its de- 
liberations forthwith, under the letter of 
reference, which cannot now be modified. 
I do not propose to take any measures 
with the view of bringing the matter 
before the House in its present stage. 
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Mr. LOUGH : Does not the noble Lord 
think, as the words “internal trade” are 
used, and there is no reference to the 
export trade in the letter, some amend- 
ment is almost necessary ! 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: No. I think it is the other 
way; and that, unless reference had been 
made to internal trade, the Committee 
might not have given special attention to 
that. 


PLAGUE REGULATIONS AT CALCUTTA, 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether his attention 
has been drawn to the speech of the 
Lieutenant Governor at the Legislative 
Council at Calcutta on the 30th ult., in 
reference to the regulations which would 
be adopted in that city by the Govern- 
ment in view of the outbreak of the 
plague ; whether the Lieutenant Governor 
is correctly reported to have given an 
assurance that no wholesale quarantine 
would be imposed, as at Bombay; that 
in no case would wife and husband be 
separated; and that every respect would 
be paid to the Purdah system; and 
whether he can give any information as 
to the extent to which the inoculation 
treatment against plague by Professor 
Haffkine’s method had been adopted at 
Calcutta ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I have seen the newspaper 
account of the Lieutenant Governor's 
speech to which the honourable Member’s 
Question refers. I have ascertained from 
the Viceroy that assurance has been 
given by the Bengal Government that 
wholesale quarantine against plague will 
not be enforced, but that arrangements 
will be made for inspecting travellers 
from infected localities, for segregating 
persons suspected of plague and for treat- 
ing plague-stricken travellers. Members 
of families will not be separated when 
sent to segregation camps, and the Pur- 
dah system will be respected. Private 
plague hospitals and segregation camps 
are permitted. Inoculation is not enforced 
on anyone, but arrangements are made 
for inoculating, under Professor Haff- 
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kine’s system, persons who desire to be 
thus protected, and special concessions 
have been made to encourage this form 
of inoculation. 


BOMBAY RIOTS. 


Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAGGREE 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether his 
attention has been drawn to the report 
of a ineeting, held at Bombay, by some 
leading Mahomedan residents, on the 6th 
ult., for the purpose of contradicting cer- 
tain telegraphic intelligence published in 
the English Press on the 11th March, to 
the effect that the riots which had just 
taken place in that city were instigated 
for other than plague reasons, and 
prompted by influential Mahomedans in 
other parts of the country; and whether 
the dispatch received from the Bombay 
Government, or any other official commu- 
nication, contained any confirmation 
whatsoever of these statements; and, if 
not, whether he will make a statement 
upon the subject which might remove 
the general impression created by the 
telegram above referred to, that influen- 
tial Mahomedan gentlemen residing in 
Bombay or other parts of India had pre- 
vious knowledge of the disturbance and 
were responsible for the same? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I have seen, with satisfaction, a 
report in the newspapers of the meeting 
to which my honourable Friend refers. 
My honourable Friend will not have failed 
to notice that the view of the Government 
of Bombay as to the origin of the riots, 
which I quoted in reply to a Question on 
Tuesday last, confirms the statement that 
no influential gentlemen, resident in 
Bombay, whether Mahomedans or others, 
were responsible for what occurred. 


Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): Is not 
that an additional reason for the release 
of the brothers Natu? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
1s a matter of argument, 
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MOUNTPOTTINGER (BELFAST) POST 
OFFICE. 


Mr. EDWARD M‘HUGH (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
Generali, whether any communications 
have been received by the Post Office 
Department in respect of constituting the 
Mountpottinger (Belfast) receiving post 
and telegraph office an oftice for the 
delivery of telegrams; whether he is 
aware that this office is situated in one 
of the 1a0st populous and rapidly increas- 
ing business districts of Belfast, and that 
within its immediate vicinity are two 
banks, an extensive iron foundry, known 
as St. Ann’s Iron Works, giving employ- 
ment to upwards of 500 employees, an 
extensive distillery, factories, and nume- 
rous workshops of various kinds, all daily 
in receipt of numerous telegraphic com- 
munications ; and whether, considering 
the groving commercial importance of 
the locality and its distance from a 
telegraph delivery office, he will consider 
the advisibility of conferring upon the 
commercial community of this district 
the advantages accruing from the speedy 
despatch of business by creating Mount- 
pottinger post office an office for the 
delivery of telegraph messages? 


Mr. HANBURY: No communications 
in respect of constituting the Mount 
pottinger (Belfast) telegraph office an 
office for the delivery of telegrams have 
been received since a Question on the 
subject was asked by the honourable 
Member for the Eastern Division of 
Belfast an the 12th of April last year. 
Careful inquiry was then made on the 
subject, with the result that it did not 
appear desirable to make any alteration 
in the arrangements for the delivery of 
telecrams in the district. Inquiry, how- 
ever, shall again be made into the matter, 
and the result communicated to the 
honourable Member. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether, although the 
Admiralty Instructions contemplate the 
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promotion of petty and warrant officers 
to Lieutenancies for gallant and merito- 
rious services, only two men have been 
so promoted during the last 70 years; 
and whether it is desirable that merito- 
rious service should be more fully recog- 
nised, and better opportunities given to 
non-commissioned officers and men in the 
Royal Navy to rise in their profession? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The noble Lord, the 
Member for York, asked me a Question 
on the subject some little time ago, and 
I fear I cannot add to what I said to him 
in reply. 


FREE LETTERS TO THE CLERK OF THE 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether, under the 
existing postal regulations, the Clerk of 
the House of Commons is not entitled to 
receive correspondence on public business 
free of postage ; whether letters addressed 
to the Speaker’s Secretary and the Clerk 
of Parliaments, on public business, need 
not be stamped; whether the same privi- 
lege is extended to the Vote Office and 
the Sale Office of the House of Commons, 
and to all public Departments; and 
whether the regulations will be so altered 
as to enable Members and others to 
address letters to the Clerk of the House 
of Commons on public business without 
payment of postage? 


Mr. HANBURY : There is no objection 
to altering the regulation, as suggested 
by the honourable Member. 


SUCK DRAINAGE AWARD. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for 
South Roscommon, I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that con- 
siderable dissatisfaction exists amongst 
occupiers of land in the River Suck drain- 
age district, in consequence of the assess- 
ments levied on them for the drainage of 
that river; that a large number of them 
complain that the levy is greatly in excess 


Mr. Lewis. 
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of the improvement effected; and that 
improvement was understood to be the 
sole basis of the tax on occupiers; whe- 
ther he is aware that the grievance found 
expression in public meetings of those 
concerned, and that payments were made 
only in many instances after legal pro- 
ceedings had been taken; and whether 
he would be prepared to have any indi- 
vidual case reconsidered with a view to 
a fresh assessment being made in such 
cases ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Board of Works 
before making the final award held meet- 
ings, as prescribed by Statute, to hear 
objections by tenants to the value attri- 
buted to the improvements effected on 
their holdings by the drainage works. 
Evidence was given by the parties inte 
rested, and fully considered, before the 
increase of value resulting from the im- 
provements (on which alone the charge 
is imposed) was determined. It is a fact 
that proceedings had to be taken in some 
cases for the recovery of instalments 
when payment had been refused ; but 1 
cannot regard that fact as demonstrat- 
ing any injustice in the terms of 
award. The award is final; and there 
is no power, even if there were any justi- 
fication, for making a fresh assessment. 


LORD GOSFORD v. IRISH LAND 
COMMISSIONERS. 


CotoneL McCALMONT (Antrim, E): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what 
were the costs incurred by the Irish Land 
Commission in the case of the Queen at 
the prosecution of Lord Gosford v. the 
Irish Land Commission in the Queen’s 
Bench Division and the Court of Appeal ; 
whether these expenses were incurred 
through the Land Commission having re- 
fused to state a case for the Court of 
Appeal or for leave to appeal ; is he aware 
that the judges were of opinion that the 
questions at issue were questions of law 
which arose in the case, and were ques- 
tions which should have been submitted 
for the opinion and decision of the Court 
of Appeal; and whether directions can 
be given to the Land Commission to 
enable parties to have matters of law 
decided by the Court of Appeal without 
having to resort to the legal remedies 
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vested in the Common Law Division of 
the High Court of Justice? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I must ask 
my honourable and gallant Friend to 
defer this question until Monday next, 
as it has been found necessary to com- 
municate on the subject with the Judicial 
Commissioner who is absent from Dublin 
hearing appeals. 


REBELLION IN SIERRA LEONE 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware that a 
house tax, similar to the hut tax which 
has caused the present rebellion in 
Sierra Leone, was imposed for a short 
time in the previous history of the colony, 
but was discontinued by the late Sir 
John Pope Hennessy when appointed 
governor ; whether the abolition of this 
obnoxious tax has been annually cele- 
brated by the natives on the date thereof, 
called “Pope Hennessy’s Day”; and 
whether, in view of the pacific results 
which followed from the previous aboli- 
tion of the tax referred to, and the state 
of things now prevailing in the Colony 
as a consequence of the re-imposition 
of this hut tax, the Government can see 
its way to instruct the Governor to take 
immediate steps to inform the natives 
that the tax will be discontinued. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHE 
COLONIES: A hut tax was levied in 
the settlement of Sierra Leone, but not 
in the Protectorate for more than 20 
years. It was repealed in 1872 in con- 
nection with an increase of Customs 
duties which provided a larger revenue 
than the tax which was surrendered. I have 
no information as to the reported cele. 
bration of this change in the method of 
hut taxation. I have already stated 
that the question of the application of 
a hut tax to any portion of the Protec- 
torate—and I may now add the whole 
question of the administration of the Pro- 
tectorate—will be reconsidered ; but I am 
not prepared, while the natives are still 
in arms and while my information as to 
the causes of the rising is necessarily in- 
complete, to announce a decision which 
might be represented as an encourage- 
ment to violence and a surrender to the 
promoters of outrage and disorder. 
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Mr. DAVITT: May I ask whether, 
inasmuch as the right honourable Gentle 
man has admitted that this rebellion was 
caused by this tax, these unfortunate 
people are now to be slaughtered in 
consequence of a blunder committed by 
the English Government! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Tus 
COLONIES: Perhaps, Sir, in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding, I had 
better answer the question of the honour- 
able Gentleman. It is an unfortunate 
result of supplemental questions that ons 
has to give an answer without perhaps 
sufficient consideration, and on the last 
occasion when the honourable gentleman 
asked me whether these disturbances 
were not due to the hut tax, I said I sup- 
posed that they were. But I must now 
say that my information is not sufficiently 
complete to enable me to confirm that 
answer, at all events as to the whole of 
these disturbances. The original outbreak 
was no doubt due to irritation caused by 
the hut tax. Whether the recent out- 
breaks are due to the same cause I am 
at present unable to say, and I am very 
sorry to have to state that there have 
been recently murders of missionaries 
who were in no way connected with the 
raising of this tax, and I am afraid that 
that points rather to a general rising 
against white rule such as is common 
sometimes in the early history of the 
development of colonies in which there 
were many natives. It points rather 
to that than to the special cause of the 
hut tax. 


Mr. DAVITT: May I ask whether the 
right honourable Gentleman does not 
consider that it would be a more humane 
and Christian way of stopping the rebel- 
lion to take off the tax! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


QUEEN’S COUNTY INFIRMARY. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.):I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, has his attention 
been called to an advertisement for the 
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selection of a medical officer to Queen’s 
County Infirmary on the 20th May, at a 
salary of £186 6s. 2d.ayear ; will the new 
appointment be subject to the provisions 
he proposes in the Local Government Bill 
as to compensation for such officers on 
dismissal; is he aware that the officer 
who proposes to resign is a gentleman 
in sound health, and that his son is a 
candidate for the vacancy; has he seen 
the published list of the Governors of 
Queen’s County Asyum who have this 
election in their hands; is he aware that 
there are upon it 34 relatives of the 
officers in question, of which 14 bear his 
name; is the qualification for election 
the payment of a guinea a year; and will 
he provide agaiust his proposals apply- 
ing to elections after the Bill was intro- 


duced? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: T have seen 
the advertisement mentioned in the first 
paragraph. With regard to the second 
and last parazraphs, an officer appointed 
after the Ist March of this year is not 
an existing officer within the meaning 
of the term as used in the Bill, and will 
not be entitled to compensation under 
its provisions. I have no information as 
to the third, fourth, and fifth paragraphs. 
The qualifications for Governor is an 
annual payment of £3 3s., and for a 
life Governor a donation of £21. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I will send the 
right honourable Gentleman a list of the 
governors. 


COMPLAINT AGAINST A MONAGHAN 


POLICEMAN. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware 
that a complaint was made to the In- 
spector General of Constabulary, in 
March last, to the effect that a man 
under the influence of drink, in the 
village of Drum, county Monaghan, had 
been supplied with a pint of whisky on 
the order of a policeman; did the In- 
spector General investigate the case; 
and what decision was arrived at? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The com- 


plaint mentioned in the Question was 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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carefully inquired into by the Inspector 
General, who satisfied himself that there 
were no grounds for the allegation 
made. 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
GRANT ARREARS. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, can he state the cause of 
delay in paying the National Teachers 
of Ireland the arrears of fee grant under 
the Act of 1892; can he state when 
these arrears will be paid, and what 
amount is proposed to be paid per child 
on the average; and can he also state 
what amount the Commissioners of 
National Education have expended on 
their clerks in making out the necessary 
calculations for payment of the arrears? 


FEE 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As regards 
the first and second paragraphs, I must 
refer the honourable Member to the 
reply given by my right honourable 
Friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to a similar inquiry addressed to him on 
the 3lst March last, by the honourable 
Member for the St. Patrick Division of 
Dublin. With reference to the third 
paragraph, I am informed that a sum 
of £500 was expended by the Commis- 
sioners in extra payments to their staff. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENCY OF THE IRISH 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give the name of the Vice-President of 
the Local Government Board, Ireland; 
whether, according to statute, it is 
necessary that two members of the 
Local Government Board, Ireland, should 
sign the minutes of meetings; and if he 
can give the names of the members of 
the Local Government Board who sign 
the minutes at present? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
yet in a position to give the information 
desired in the first paragraph. The 
official minute book recording the meet- 
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ings and proceedings of the Local 
Government Board is signed by the 
members present at each meeting, but 
there is no legal obligation on the board 
to keep or sign this record. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the an- 
nouncement of the new appointment be 
made before the Local Government Bill 
is finished ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


LONGFORD LAND COMMISSION. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland when the 
Chief Land Commission will sit at 
Longford for hearing of appeals; and 
will he give the names of the gentlemen 
who will adjudicate? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The date 
of the next sitting of the Commissioners 
for the hearing of fair-rent appeals from 
the County Longford has not yet been 
fixed, and I am informed that it is not 
at present possible to state the names 
of the Commissioners who will be mem- 
bers of the court at such sitting. 


IRISH LIGHT RAILWAYS. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland what is the balance of 
money, if any, now in hand and unallo- 
cated out of the sum voted by Parlia- 
ment for the extension of light railways 
in Ireland; and could any of the balance 
be applied towards the easing of the 
burdens on ratepayers in the case of 
lines guaranteed baronially, but which 
have not been paid? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With the 
exception of a small margin reserved for 
contingencies, the full amount of the 
grant has been hypothecated. The 
reply to the second paragraph is in the 
negative. 
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SCOTTISH AGRICULTURE RATE RELIEF 
GRANT. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the last payment to account of the grant 
in relief of agricultural rates in Scot- 
land was made on the 30th December, 
and that, in consequence, many of the 
parish councils are paying interest ; and 
whether the balance will be paid them 
before the books close on the 15th inst? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: In reply to 
the honourable Member it is correct that 
the payment on account was made on 
the 30th December. It is expected that 
the small balance still outstanding will 
be paid before the 15th instant. 


REPORTED MURDER OF DR. SIRCAR. 

Sim WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: 
I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he has re 
ceived confirmation of the reported 
murder of Dr. Sircar, honorary magis- 
trate and municipal commissioner of 
Barrackpore ; and, if so, whether he will 
state the circumstances under which his 
death took place! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: I have seen a statement in the 
newspapers in regard to this matter, but 
I have received no official information 
from India on the subject. 


COST OF BRITISH TROOPS IN INDIA. 


Mr. A. D. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India by how much has the 
Indian Finance Minister estimated the 
additional charge incurred by the ad- 
vanced rate of pay to British troops on 
service in India in excess of the 27 lakhs 
and 20 lakhs provided for in his current 
Estimates; whether he can say how 
long this additional charge is likely to 
press on the India finances ; and whether 
the Imperial Treasury will pay the whole 
or any portion of the excess until the 
charge is adjusted to the Finance Minis- 
ter’s Estimate? 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA: The net permanent charge for 
the increased pay to British troops in 
India, that is, after allowing for the 
abolition of deferred pay, is estimated 
at 27 lakhs of rupees annually. For 
the current year the extra charge is now 
estimated at about 45 lakhs, and this 
amount will be diminished annually as 
the abolition of deferred pay has effect 
till it is reduced, about five years hence, 
to the above permanent charge of 27 
lakhs. As I have already stated in reply 
to a Question in this House on the 3rd 
March last, the charge will be borne by 
Indian revenues. 


Trish Township 


ST. CLEARS MARKET PLACE. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether the 
Carmarthen Rural District Council and 
the Llanfihangel Abercowin Parish Coun- 
cil have asked for permission to borrow 
money to enable them to carry out an 
order of the Board of Agriculture for 
the improvement of the market place at 
St. Clears; whether such permission has 
been withheld on the ground that the 
Local Government Board has no power 
to sanction a loan in respect of improve- 
ments of market places which are not 
vested in district councils; whether this 
difficulty has arisen owing to the fact 
that neither the Public Health Acts nor 
the Sanitary Acts contemplated the exer- 
cise of powers in respect of market places 
by rural district councils; whether, 
having regard to the fact that the closing 
of the St. Clears and other markets in 
the county of Carmarthen would mean 
very serious injury to important agricul- 
tural interests, he will state in what way 
the local authorities can raise money 
for the purpose of complying with the 
said order of the Board of Agriculture ; 
and, if there is no such way at present 
available, whether the Government will 
introduce a short Bill to give councils 
the necessary powers? 


Toe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: No order, as 
I understand, has been made on either 
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of the local authorities referred to. With 
that exception, the facts as stated in 
the Question are, I believe, correct ; but 
I am not aware of any means by which 
either a rural district council or a parish 
council can, under the existing law, raise 
money for the purpose of improving 
markets, which, as I understand in this. 
case, are mot their property. I am 
afraid I cannot hold out any expectation 
of my being able to introduce a Bill 
to enable them to do so. 


ALLOCATION OF VOLUNTARY SCHOOL 
GRANTS, 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
I beg to ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council cu Education 
whether, after a scheme for the alloca. 
tion of the aid grant had been submitted 
to the Education Department by the 
governing body of the Voluntary Schools 
Association for the Diocese of London, 
the financial secretary of the London Dio- 
cesan Board of Education applied to 
the Department for permission to amend 
the terms of allocation to certain schools 
in financial arrangement with the Board, 
so as to provide for the payment of 
debts incurred in anticipation of the aid 
grant ; whether the question of using the 
aid grant for the liquidation of debts con- 
tracted before the passing of the Volun- 
tary Schools Act was referred to the Law 
Officers of the Crown, who decided that 
such payments would be illegal; and 
whether the practice of the Education 
Department has not always been con- 
sistent with such decision? 


Sm J. GORST: The answers to all 
three of my honourable Friend’s Ques 
tions are in the affirmative. 


IRISH TOWNSHIP COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether there are 
any towns in Ireland having town or town- 
ship commissioners with a population 
— 1,500 ; and, if so, what towns they 
are? 
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417 Liverpool 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: According 


to the census of 1891 there were six towns 
in Ireland having town, or township, com- 
missioners, with a population of less 
than 1,500. They are as_ follows: 
Antrim, Aughnacloy, Ballyboy, Gilford, 
Keady, and Tanderagee. 


MAINTENANCE OF LUNATICS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what is the average 
amount per head per week which it costs 
as a rule to maintain the inmates of dis- 
trict lunatic asylums in Ireland; and 
whether he can give any information as 
to the reason which lead the Government 
to believe that lunatics transferred from 
workhouses to district asylums will only 
cost half as much as the other inmates! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The aver- 
age amount per head, per week, which it 
costs to maintain the inmates of district 
lunatic asylums in Ireland during the 
year 1897 was 8s. 103d. The cost of 
chronic and harmless lunatics would un- 
doubtedly be considerably less than this 
amount, and the suggestion that the 
grant in aid should be limited to 2s. in 
their case was adopted from the Report 
of 1879 of the Poor Law Union and 
Lunacy Inquiry Commission (Ireland). 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT BOARDS OF 
WORK. 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) -. 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the Local 
Government Board has intimated that 
they are advised that district boards of 
work in the metropolis are not spending 
authorities within the meaning of the 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896 (59 and 60 
Vic. c. 16), and that consequently no 
grant is payable to them under the Act, 
and whether, if so, the intimation would 
apply also to vestries in Schedule A of 
the Metropolis Management Act, 1855 ; 
and, in the event of both Questions being 
answered in the affirmative, whether the 
attention of the Board has been drawn to 
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section 96 of the Metropolis Local Manage 
ment Act, 1855 (18 and 19 Vic. ¢. 120), 
which provides that every vestry and dis 
trict board shall within their parish or 
district (exclusive of any other persons 
whatsoever) execute the office of and be 
surveyor of highways, and to the interpre- 
tation of spending authority contained in 
the schedule to the Agricultural Rates Act 
which includes inter alia a surveyor of 
highways? 


THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The answer is 
ir the affirmative, but I am advised that 
the vestries and district boards in the 
Metropolis are not spending authorities 
within the meaning of the Agricultural 
Rates Act. 


CONVICTION OF AN OXFORD SOCIAL 
DEMOCRAT. 

Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that another member 
of the Social Democratic Federation, Mr. 
Leonard Cotton, has been sent to prison 
for a month by Oxford magistrates in 
connection with the disturbances arising 
out of attempts to address public meetings 
in that city; whether the disturbances 
out of which these prosecutions have 
arisen have been caused by the opposi- 
tion of University students to the incul- 
cation of socialist theories at such 
meetings; and whether, in view of the 
common right of all citizens in England 
to freedom of speech at public meetings, 
he can see his way to protect the members 
of the Social Democratic Federation in 
the exercise of these rights? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: I have no 
information about this case, but presume 
the conviction was, as in the former case, 
for obstruction of the highway. I will, 
however, make inquiry as to the facts. 


LIVERPOOL DEFENCES. 


Mr. BILLSON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to statements as to 
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the defenceless condition of the port oi 
Liverpool ; whether the forts at Perch 
Rock and Seaforth are armed with 
muzzle-loading guns, out of date for shore 
defence ; and whether, seeing that the 
position of these forts is such that 
they form a prominent landmark from 
the sea and would be practically useless 
in case of attack, some steps will be taken 
for the better defence of this port! 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Joux Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The position of the 
batteries referred to has been approved 
by the naval and military advisers of 
Her Majesty’s Government as the most 
suitable for the purpose. The defences 
are being materially strengthened by the 
mounting of quick-firing and _breech- 
loading guns as an addition to the older 
armamenis, 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON SEWAGE 
DISPOSAL. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, N., 
Chorley): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
can now state the personnel of, and tne 
terms of reference to, the Royal Commis- 
sion on the Disposal and Treatment of 
Sewage! 





THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The Commis- 
sioners appointed are:—The Earl of 
Iddesleigh (Chairman), Sir Richard 


Thorne Thorne, K.C.B., Professor Michael 
Foster, Professor William Ramsay, Major- 
General Constantine Phipps Carey, Dr. 
James Burn Russell, Colonel Thomas 
Walter Harding, Mr. Thomas William 
Killick, and Mr. Charles Philip Cotton. 
The Commissioners are appointed to 
inquire and report, first, what method 
or methods of treating and disposing of 
sewage (including any liquid from any 
factory or manufacturing process) may 
properly be adopted, consistently with due 
regard for the requirements of the exist- 
ing law, for the protection of public 
health, and for the economical and 
efficient discharge of the duties of local 
authorities ; and, if more than one method 
may be so adopted, by what rules, in 


Mr. Billson. 
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relation to the nature or volume of 
sewage, or the population to be served, 
or other varying circumstances or require 
ments, should the particular method of 
treatment and disposal to be adopted be 
determined; secondly, to make any 
recommendations which may be deemed 
desirable with reference to the treatment 
and disposal of sewage. 


UNITED STATES TONNAGE DUES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Afiairs whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have in or since the year 1886 been 
informed by the President of the United 
States of North America of the provisions 
of the Act of Congress of that year 
relating to tonnage dues ‘on shipping; 
whether, as prescribed by that Act, Her 
Majesty’s Government have been invited 
to co-operate with the Government of the 
United States in abolishing all lighthouse 
dues, tonnage taxes, or other equivalent 
tax or taxes on, and also all other fees 
for official service to, the vessels of the 
two nations employed in the trade 
between the ports of Great Britain and 
the United States; if so, what reply was 
given by Her Majesty’s Government to 
that invitation; and whether the reply 
can be laid upon the Table of this House! 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Her Majesty's Government were 
informed in 1887 of the provisions of the 
Act of Congress, and the invitation then 
given to them in accordance with that 
Act was declined. The correspondence 
has already been published in “ British 
and Foreign State Papers,’ Volume Lxxix. 
page 711. 


THE SUS COUNTRY. 

Mr. T. C. H. HEDDERWICK (Wick 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (1) whether the 
Sus country is recognised by the British 
Government as an integral portion of the 
dominions of the Sultan of Morocco, or 
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only as territory under his suzerainty or 
protectorate ; (2) whether the sovereignty 
or jurisdiction of the Sultan is acknow- 
ledged by the tribes of the Sus; and (3) 
whether the custom houses of the Sultan 
have been erected by the Sultan on a 
line dividing Morocco from the Sus? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The first two Questions were 
answered by the Under Secretary of State 
on the 10th February of the present 
year in reply to a Question from the 
honourable Member for King’s Lynn. 
The exact position of the Moorish custom 
houses in the neighbourhood of the Sus 
district is not known, but there appears 
to be at least one custom house at 
Agadir on the coast. 


TOURMALINE. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, under British Treaties 
with Morocco, British subjects have a 
right to travel, reside, and trade within 
Morocco; whether the Foreign Office 
informed the Sultan that the crew of the 
Tourmaline went to the Sus at their 
own peril ; and, if so, why ; and whether 
the Sultan’s troops attacked and made 
prisoners some of the crew’ upon 
land purchased by Major Spilsbury, a 
British subject, from the tribes in accord- 
ance with all the requirements of the 
local laws ! 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: British subjects have a right to 
travel, reside, and trade in Morocco sub- 
ject to certain conditions, which are 
stated in the Treaties. The Globe Ven- 
ture Syndicate having endeavoured in- 
effectually to obtain the consent of the 
Moorish Government to open trade with 
the Sus tribes, and having, in defiance 
of the Sultan’s prohibition, persisted in 
the attempt to do so, the Moorish Govern- 
ment addressed a formal protest to the 
British Minister at Tangier on the sub- 
ject. The syndicate were thereupon 
warned not to persist in the enterprise, 
and as they declined to give it up the 
Moorish Government were informed that 
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Her Majesty’s Government did not in 
any way countenance or support them. 
Information having subsequently been 
received that the Z’owrmaline had never- 
theless been despatched by the syndicate 
with a cargo comprising a large quantity 
of rifles and ammunition, warning was 
given to the Moorish Government of the 
fact. The Z'ourmaline proceeded to the 
Sus coast, and the rifles and ammunition 
were being sold there in defiance of the 
Moorish laws, when the Sultan’s troops 
interfered and made prisoners of some of 
the party. We have no information that 
the land on which this took place had 
been purchased by the syndicate or their 
agent. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Mr. Beyerle is the only 
prisoner taken by the troops of the 
Sultan of Morocco from the Tourmaline 
who thas been released and sent home 
without trial; whether Mr. Beyerle is a 
German, and has been so released at the 
instance of the German Government ; 
and whether the remaining four prisoners 
are British subjects, and are, as to three 
of them, merely members of the crew of 
the Zourmaline, and as to the fourth, 
an Englishman travelling for pleasure? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: One of the prisoners taken by 
the Moorish authorities was a German 
subject, and was handed over by Her 
Majesty’s Minister at Tangier to the 
German Minister on his surrender by 
the Moorish authorities. This was the 
legal and necessary course, as he was 
uot subjeci to British jurisdiction. The 
question of his subsequent treatment was 
one for the German Government. The 
remaining prisoners are British subjects. 
It is understood that three of them were 
members of the crew of the J’ourmaline, 
and the fourth was one of the party 
on board of her. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Has the atten- 
tion of the right honourable Gentleman 
been called to a statement showing the 
nature of the treatment they had received 
—how they have been chained together 
by the neck, shackled, robbed, spat upon, 
and told to call upon the present Govern- 
ment for help? 
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423 Scotch Private 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Does 


the honourable Geatleman vouch for the 
accuracy of these statements? 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: No, Sir; I only 
wanted to know if the right honourable 
Gentleman’s attention had been called to 
them. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: No, Sir. 


AMERICAN WAR REVENUE BILL. 


Sm GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the clause in the War 
Revenue Bill now before the American 
Senate, which imposes heavy tonnage 
dues on vessels arriving in the United 
States, has been definitely abandoned ; 
and whether tonnage dues will cuntinue 
to be levied as heretofore under the Act 
of Congress of 1886? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: No further information has been 
received up to the present time with 
regard to the subject of my honourable 
Friend’s Question. 


Mr. DAVITT: May I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman, arising out of 
this Question, whether these tonnage 
dues are not considered by the American 
people to be a necessary means of rais- 
ing a revenue to meet the expenses of 
carrying on a war waged in a righteous 
cause, and whether this outcry against 
the dues is not inconsistent with the pro- 
fessed English sympathy with the United 
States? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is an argumentative Question, and, con- 
sequently, is not in order. 


WEI-HAI-WEI. 

Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will inform the House 
the date of the spontaneous communica- 
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tion sent by our Government to the 
German Government stating that it has 
no intention of laying down railway com- 
munications from Wei-hai-Wei into the 
interior, or of calling in question German 
political or commercial interests in the 
province of Shan-tung; whether any 
reply has been received from the German 
Government to that communication ; and 
when he will lay the Papers before Par. 
liament ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: Her Majesty’s Ambassador at 
Berlin was authorised as early as the 
26th to make, under certain contingen- 
cies, communications to the German 
Government on the subject of Wei-hai- 
Wei. He was instructed to do so on 
the 2nd. It is not proposed to lay any 
more Papers on the Table. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Mr. PROVAND: I beg to. ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can say when the Report of the Com- 
mittee on Old Age Pensions will be pre 
sented to the House? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am informed that the Report 
will be presented shortly. 


Mr. T. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): Will it be before Whitsuntide? 


Tun FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
SURY: I am told it will be in about # 
fortnight’s time. I cannot say more. 


SCOTCH PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE. 
Sirk WILLIAM ARROL (Ayrshire, S.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when it is his intention to movz 
the appointment of the Select Committee 
on the Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) 
Bill; and if the Committee will com- 
mence its sittings on an early day? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae TRE/- 
SURY: This Committee has been moved 
by my right honourable Friend the Lord 
Advocate on several occasions, but objee- 
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tion has hitherto always been taken by 
honourable Gentlemen opposite. 


In reply to a further Question, the 
right honourable Gentleman said: I 
think it most desirable that this Com- 
mittee should be appointed, and I cannot 
think the objection to it is likely to be 
enduring. I trust that, without inter- 
rupting the ordinary course of business, 
the House may be able to appoint the 
Committee. 


Mr. PIRIE: Can the right honour- 
able Gentleman see his way to 
give time for a full and adequate 
discussion of the Amendment on the 
Paper by the appointment of the Select 
Committee? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I must ask for notice of that. 


NEWFOUNDLAND. 


Sr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty if it will he 
possible to take advantage of the pre- 
sence in this country of the Prime Min:- 
ster of Newfoundland to discuss with him 
the arrangements for bringing the fishing 
population of that Colony into the Royal 
Naval Reserve? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: I will gladly discuss this ques- 
tion with the Premier of Newfoundland, 
but the difficulties which surround the 
subject are very serious. 


LAND ALLOTMENTS IN THE NAVAN 
UNION. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin. Co., N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the action 
of the Local Government Board in the 
matter of a petition presented to it rela- 
tive to the refusal of the Navan Board of 
Guardians to provide additional half-acre 
allotments to certain cottages erected by 
that body under the Labourers Acts; 
Whether the Local Government Board 
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have declined to hold an inquiry into 
the matters mentioned in that petition ; 
and, if so, on what grounds has it so 
departed from the usual practice; and 
whether it is justified by law in declining 
to accede to the prayer of the petition? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The peti- 
tion referred to was brought under the 
notice of the guardians, who stated they 
were of opinion that the half-acre plots 
are amply sufficient for the requirements 
of the occupants of the cottages. The 
extent of the plot to be allotted to each 
cottage, subject to a maximum of one 
statute acre, is left, by the Labourers 
Acts, to the discretion of the sanitary 
authority, and the Local Government 
Board did not depart from the usual 
practice in declining to hold an inquiry, 
or otherwise to interfere with the dis- 
cretion of the guardians. I may add that 
the guardians have already built 270 
cottages, with half-acre plots, and that 
they propose to provide 42 more. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN WEST AFRICA. 

Sm MARK STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether invita- 
tions have been issued for a conference 
on the liquor traffic in West Africa to all 
the Powers of Europe, or only to those 
Powers having territorial influence there ; 
and if the date of the meeting of the 
conference is yet known? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Her Majesty’s Government have 
received and accepted an invitation from 
the Belgian Government to attend a con- 
ference on the subject of the liquor 
traffic in West Africa. No final deter- 
mination appears to have been arrived 
at as to the composition of the conference 
or the date of its meeting. 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): In accordance with private 
notice, I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
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discussion that arose last evening on the 
question “That this House do now 
adjourn,” he can give the House any 
assurance that the present method of 
dealing with private Members’ bills will 
receive the careful consideration of Her 
Majesty’s Government with a view to a 
more satisfactory -nethod being adopted! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA. 
SURY: I think there can be no doubt 
that some dissatisfaction does exist with 
the present method of dealing with 
private Members’ Bills after the close of 
business at 12 o'clock and at half-past 
5 on Wednesdays. But, though I recog- 
nise the disease, I have not been able to 
think of a remedy which would not entail 
greater evils on the House than the evils 
which I admit we do at present suffer 
from. I do not think it would be pos- 
sible to carry out any reform that would 
not interfere with the 12 o’clock rule, 
and if there is a thing on the maintenance 
of which the House has set its heart it is 
that 12 o’clock rule. I am, however, 
quite willing to receive and consider any 
suggestion from my honourable Friend, 
or any Member, which may help to solve 
the difficulty. 


Mr. DAVITT: 
the remedy. 


Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): Will 
the right honourable Gentleman agree 
to the appointment of a small Committee 
to consider the matter ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware of the exist- 
ence of great dissatisfaction with the 
treatment of private Members’ Bills in 
the House of Lords! 


Home Rule would be 


[No Reply.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary why the Government 
has set down the Committee on the finan- 
cial resolution to authorise payment from 
the Consolidated Fund for the purposes 
of the Local Government (Ireland) Bill 
as the first Order of the day; I under- 
stood that it would be taken when the 


Mr. Duncombe. 
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Committee are approaching the third 
part of the Bill; and, as important 
matters for discussion are likely to arise 
in relation to the Resolution, it surely 
would have been reasonable and courteous 
to have given a few days’ notice of the 
intention to proceed with it. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I confess I hear with some sur- 
prise that the notice I gave yesterday is 
regarded by the honourable Member and. 
his friends as too short. Of course, it 
was well known that the Resolution 
would have to come on either to-day or 
at a very early date, and I was not aware 
that there was to be a Debate upon it 
which could be described as of a very 
important character. As honourable 
Members are aware, the Government have 
promised opportunity for a Debate on 
the whole subject of the financial rela- 
tions between Great Britain and Ireland; 
and I do not know that it would be in 
order to discuss that wider question on 
this Resolution. However that may be, 
I do not suppose there witi be any desire 
to open the larger question in reference 
to this Bill, and I hoped we might have 
got through this parenthetical stage of 
the Bill without any long discussion. 


Mr. DILLON: We have no intention 
of raising the wider question of financial 
relations generally between Great Britain 
and Ireland, but there are two important 
points of finance as affected by the Bill 
Irish Members desired to discuss. There 
are, too, some very important figures we 
wish to have before us prior to entering 
on the discussion. It would surely be 
more convenient to give us at least two 
days’ notice. It must be a matter of 
indifference to the Government. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The im 
plied understanding was that this Reso 
lution would not be brought forward until 
Clause 34 was reached. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.): May 
I remind the right honourable Gentle 
man that what was stated was that the 
financial Resolution should be taken at 
the time the third part of the Bill was 
reached ? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or toe TREA- 
SURY: But honourable Members must 
remember we have also to get the Report 
stage of the Resolution. 


Mr. DILLON : I suggest that the Reso- 
lution be put down for Tuesday as the 
frst Order. I think I can undertake 
that no fresh discussion would be raised 
on the Report stage. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : But we could not take that stage 
till this day week. 

Mr. DILLON: Yes; the Report stage 
might be taken on Wednesday, and after 
that we could proceed with the financial 
clauses of the Bill. 

Mr. LOUGH: I may remind the right 
honourable Gentleman that to-morrow 
and Monday is set apart for other busi- 
ness. Monday is allocated for the Budget 
Resolutions. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Will right honourable Members 
opposite take that view? I am _ quite 
willing to postpone the financial Resolu- 
tion, but I hope there will be no unneces- 
sary Debate on it. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, S. Molton): 
Can the right honourable Gentleman say 
with certainty it will be taken on Tues- 
day? I have come all the way from 
Devonshire for this Debate. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: As far as I can say, it will cer- 
tainly be taken on Tuesday. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is there any 
objection to some of us going to Devon- 
shire on Tuesday! 


[No Reply. ] 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, f’en- 
rith), CHarrmMAN oF Ways AND MEANs, 
in the Chair. | 


(In the Committee.) 





Question again proposed 


“That Clause 12 stand part of the Bill.” 
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Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, E.): 
When the Debate was adjourned yester- 
day I was dealing with the two main 
grounds on which 1 object to this clause. 
Hirst of all, it does not fit into the bill, 
and it has no analogy in English legis- 
lation. Now, Sir, when I appealed to 
the right honourable Gentleman to give 
his reasons for introducing this clause, 
he had to admit that there was no par- 
ticular motive present in his mind for 
reproducing it except to throw some 
portion of the expense on the counties 
in the west of Ireland. Well, Sir, that 
is @ most extraordinary principle to 
wrap up in a Bill for the better local 
government of Ireland. The right 
honourable Gentleman, in the speech 
which he inade in defence of this clause, 
did not attempt to give one single reason 
why, if there is to be a rate levied for 
distress, that rate should fall entirely 
upon those counties which are the poorest 
in the whole of Ireland. Are we entitled 
to plead or to hope that the Treasury 
will make this grant. What makes 
me dislike this clause most of all is, that 
the greater the distress the less likely 
is it that the county will put it into 
operation. Therefore I do think that 
this clause is foreign to the scope 
of the Bill, and is, in reality, an attempt 
to place a further burden on a part of 
the country most deserving of relief and 
sympathy. 

Mr. JAMES H. M. CAMPBELL 
(Dublin, St. Stephen’s Green): I hope 
the Committee will excuse me if I, for 
a few moments, discuss on this par- 
ticular section whether it will have the 
effect of substituting this local relief as 
the equivalent for Imperial assistance in 
cases of exceptional distress. We have 
in the first place, upon this point, the 
express declaration of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Treland that that is not the intention of 
the law. But, more important. still, 
while not in any way wishing to doubt 
the sincerity of that declaration, we have 
a much more important guarantee from 
the fact that the section itself fails to 
provide a complete relief, or anything 
in the nature of a complete scheme of 
relief, for exceptional distress. Anyone 
who reads the section must see this, 
that the object—and the primary object 
in the opinion of myself and honourable 


J 
Ri 
¥ 
‘i 
ia 

4, 














431 
Members from Ireland on this side of 


the House—is that it will enable the 
county in which this exceptional distress 


Local Government 





arises to apply relief at the time 
when it is most wanted—that is, 
at the outset of the distress, and 
it may very often happen that in 
a district where this distress arises, 
having the advantage of knowing 


it, and being there on the spot where 
the distress exists, they will be able to 
a greater or a less degree, by the 
immediate application of relief, to pre- 
vent that distress assuming an acute 
form. 


An Irish Membper: Where is the 


money to come from?! 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: There- 
fore it is that this section contains a 
most important ingredient—namely, the 
power that is given to the county coun- 
cil, if they so desire, to apply immedi- 


ately, and at the very outset of 
the distress, that relief which may 
render subsequent aid unnecessary. 


But, further, I believe that this section 
affords—and will afford if only roughly 
—the means of testing the reality of 
the distress. Now, the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland has said that in Ireland, when 
the opportunity arises to put your hand 
into the Imperial pocket, there is a 
strong desire on the part of Irish- 
men to plunge in as deeply as 
they can. Well, I do not think that 
they are singular in that respect. I think, 
perhaps, the same observation might 
apply to the inhabitants of this country 
and of Scotland; and certainly I think 
that if there is any indication of a desire 
on the part of Irishmen to indulge in 
that luxury more than the inhabitants 
of this country and of Scotland, to some 
extent the blame for that must lie upon 
the shoulders of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and her predecessors who, by per- 
mitting a system of land agitation, have 
placed a direct premium upon exaggera- 
tion in this country. But, apart from 
considerations of that sort, we upon 
this side of the House are in 
favour of the inclusion of this 
clause for the reason I have already 
mentioned, because we believe that it 
will be a very good test of the reality 
of the distress. I do not for a moment 


Mr. J. H. Campbell. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 439 


intend to suggest by that, that distress 
does not arise at times in a very acute 
and severe form in these congested dis. 
tricts. At the present moment I am 
satisfied that there is in Ireland in many 
of these congested districts distress of a 
very intense and a very acute form. But, 
on the other hand, when the county 
council know that it is possible that they 
may be appealed to and asked to apply 
at the outset to distress of this character 
this exceptional relief, that will make 
them more careful to ascertain the exact 
facts as to the nature of the distress, 
And, above all, the clause provides what 
is most valuable and most wanted on 


the occasion when this _ distress 
arises, that is, it affords to those 
upon the spot, and who are, there- 


fore, best acquainted with the dis 
tress, power to apply without delay a 
remedy which will check the distress, 
and which the Government is not in s 
position to supply so satisfactorily. 
AN HONOURABLE MrMBeR: Why not! 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: 
say, in answer to that 
that we all know that 
ment department must 
move with a certain amount of 
slowness. The Government in Dublin 
Castle must satisfy themselves by local 
inquiry by their own officials as to the 
nature and extent of the distress. But in 
the case of the county council within 
the county it will have upon it members 
some of whom must necessarily come 
from the very area of the distress, and 
they will have in their own power more 
facilities. and more means of acquiring a 
rapid and accurate knowledge of the 
nature and extent of the distress. And 
now there is just one other matter with 
regard to the argument used as to the 
unfairness of taxing remote parts of the 
country for the purpose of relieving dis- 
tress at the other end of the country. 
It must be borne in mind that that 
observation applies, perhaps not with 
the same force, but it certainly applies 
with some force in the case of the poor 
rate. It also applies in the case of all 
those county charges, because they are 
contributed to by the ratepayers of the 
entire county for general purposes, con- 
sequently this proposal is more likely 
to directly benefit the isolated portions of 
the country. There must be some area 


I wish to 
question, 
a Govern- - 
necessarily 
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that will be liable for the burdens within 
that area, and until we can find some 
thing better, I can see no better defini- 
tion of the area than the area repre- 
sented by the county council. I hope 
the Government will see their way to 
retain this clause, which, I believe, for 
the reasons I have mentioned, will be 
found to work well and satisfactorily. 


Mr. W. S. ROBSON (South Shields) : 
It is claimed for this clause that it 
is designed to relieve distress in 
Ireland at the expense of the Imperial 
Exchequer. Now, Sir, if the clause had | 
really that bent, and would produce that | 
result without injustice to Ireland, I for | 
one should be inclined to support it. 
But I confess that I am very doubtful 
indeed about the beneficial effects of this 
clause, and I am more doubtful still 
since I heard the speech of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. Now, I was struck 
with a contradiction in that speech. The 
right honourable Gentleman said that 
beyond doubt there exists in the west 
of Ireland a condition of things—a 
chronic condition of things—which wag a 
subject proper for Imperial considera- 
tion, and which demanded an Imperial 
remedy. Now, that was an admission, 
but see what it amounted to. You have 
in Ireland a condition of things, and that 
condition of things is chronic. Now, ! 
cannot see how anyone can agree with | 
the Chief Secretary. If it be true that 
there exists in Ireland this dreadful con- 
dition of things, I do not think this 
House ought to shirk its duty. This 
condition of things is apart altogether 
from exceptional distress, and when that 
distress becomes exceptional we become 
excluded from blame. I do not think 
that any English Member on this side 
of the House, however anxious he may be 
to remedy this state of things, can pos- 
sibly support this clause. 


*Mr. THOMAS LOUGH (Islington, W.) : 
The point raised by the honourable Mem- 
ber on the opposite side of the House 
seems to be this: he said, very truly, 
that the county members of the council 
weuld have more knowledge of the dis- 
tress than this House would ‘have. But, 
the relief of distress is not a ques- 
tion of knowledge, it is a question 
of the purse, and these Irish counties 
have not got such good means at their 
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disposal as this House might have for 
the relief of distress. In bad times 
the county will suffer as much as 
the particular union affected. I think 
you will want a larger purse than the 
county can find to give adequate relief, 
and I think that disposes of the argu- 
ment of the honourable and learned 
Member opposite. There is one point 
satisfactory in the promise of the 
Chief Secretary. The Chief Secretary 
said with the greatest candour and 
explicitness that this clause was not 


‘intended to relieve the Imperial Parlia- 


ment of its duty in Ireland in regard to 
exceptional distress. I think that is a 
most satisfactory statement, but it puts 
the Committee into this difficulty: we 
have now to proceed upon a promise 
while there is a clause put into the Bill 
which appears to some extent to break 
that promise. Therefore I think we 
cannot absolutely accept this statement, 
although I am quite sure the right 
honourable Gentleman was_ perfectly 
serious in what he said. when he stated 
that Parliament would not be relieved 
of its duty in this respect. But even 
that would not justify him in including 
this clause in the Bill. My honour- 
able Friend who has just sat down 
says the object of the clause is to 
relieve this House of responsibility. 
Although that was denied by the argu- 
ment of the Chief Secretary, yet I am 
sure that he will admit that this clause 
is, to some extent, to relieve this House. 
The way the law stands at present 
is that when a union has satisfied the 
Local Government Board that there is 
exceptional distress, then this House 
intervenes. But, as the law will stand 
in the future, this House will have 
a second barrier, and will say that 
the county has not given sufficient evi- 
dence that exceptional distress exists. 
Tt will fall back on the union, and then 
on the county, and so another barrier 
will be erected. I think this law casts 
a most invidious duty on the county 
council. There will be a union in the 
county making a strong claim for relief. 
The county council will naturally wish 
to protect the other areas of the county. 
But, on the other hand, it will have 
certain sympathies with the distressed 
area, and this clause will create a cause 
of strife between one of the districts 
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and the rest of the county. I think the 
clause is bad in principle. It is bad in 
principle on two grounds, which have 
already been stated, but which ought to 
be repeated ; and I believe if honourable 
Members opposite would only consider 
them, they would see that much weight 
is attached to them. It is_ bad 
in principle, because the principle on 
which we are proceeding is that we 
should follow the precedent set by the 
English Act. Well, there is no prece- 
dent for this departure in English and 
Scotch legislation. Therefore, as it is 
not in the English Bill, you should not 
put it in the Irish Bill. It is wrong in 
principle for another reason, because you 
have two statutory bodies—one is the 
guardians for poor law relief, and the 
other is the county council for local 
government—and you_ should not 
mingle the duties of these two bodies. 
I say that it ts most undesirable that 
you should make one body trespass upon 
the ground which the other body has 
been constituted to cover. This clause is 
wrong in principle, because it is against 
the principles of our ordinary legisla- 
tion, and for those two reasons alone it 
ought to come out. But, Mr. Lowther, 
this question of Irish distress is one in 
which this House cannot fail to take a 
very great interest whenever it is 
brought up, especially when it is 
brought up, as it is to-day, on a ques- 
tion of legislation. I may say, without 
the slightest hesitation, that Irish 
distress is the centre of the Irish 
situation in this House. It is desir- 
able for us, when consider the 
point which I have laid down, to define 
the word “distress.” Now, what do we 
mean by Irish distress? I find a good 
deal of fault with some of the speeches, 
and I do not think my honourable and 
learned Friend. who sat down a moment 
ago was quite sufficiently accurate with 
regard to the use of this word “ distress.” 
As we meet with this word in the Bill, 
what does it mean? The Chief Secre- 
tary has once or twice used the word as 
if it meant chronic poverty in the west 
of Ireland, or the low condition that 
many of the inhabitants of Ireland have 
to live in. 

Mr. Lough. 


we 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY vo ta 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GERALD Baurour, Leeds, Central): I 
never said that. 
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*Mr. THOMAS LOUGH: I hardly 
think the honourable Gentleman meant 
that, but he used words that might 

{=} 
lead honourable Members to think that 
that was what he meant. It is not 
chronic poverty that we mean by Irish 
distress. What we mean by it is the 
situation that arises “where want out- 
runs charity or local organisation.” Now 
let us bear that meaning in mind while I 
discuss it for a moment with the Com- 
mittee. In this sense distress is not 
constant in Ireland, and it is not chronic, 
There was a period of 130 years, from 
1690 to 1820, in which Parliament had 
never to interfere in Ireland in the way 
in which it has been constantly interfer- 
ing during the last 80 years. The right 
honourable Gentleman smiles, but the 
Trish Parliament never did _ interfere 
during that period. I suppose he thinks 
it ought to have done so. During that 
period Ireland was prosperous and 
making progress, and she afforded the 
evidence then which every country gives 
of prosperity. Through the eighteenth 
century the Irish Parliament never had 
to relieve distress in Ireland as this 

Parliament has had to do, although it was 
not less humane than this Parliament. 


*THe CHAIRMAN Order, order! 
The honourable Gentleman must confine 
himself to the subject. 


*Mr. THOMAS LOUGH: It was 
because the Chief Secretary shook his 
head that I went a little more into detail 
than I intended, and I do not think you 
will have to call me to order again, Mr. 
Lowther. During that time there was 8 
long period in which there was no dis- 
tress existing in Ireland. The distress 
has been caused there by this House. 
When Ireland had a good Government 
the distress did not appear, and it is 
because this House manages affairs in 
Ireland that distress is caused. Twenty 
years after the Act of Union, when 
this House took charge of the affairs of 
Ireland, distress began to appear. Since 
1821, including the one with which we 
are dealing now, we have had 13 famines 
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in Ireland—that is, 13 times in which 
the English Parliament has had to give 
relief. I do not think that any 
Parliament could be more reluctant 
to relieve distress than this Parliament. 
Well, that is my opinion. Mark the 
reluctance of the Chief Secretary. How 
much has he given to relieve the present 
distress! Only about £30,000 ; therefore 
I say that no Parliament that ever met 
could be more reluctant to intervene in 
these emergencies than this Parliament. 
I say that if this Parliament, which is so 
reluctant to relieve distress, has had to 
do so 13 times, then it is a fair argument 
that there is something in the policy 
of this Parliament which causes the 
distress. I cannot help suggesting 
one reason that may go to the bottom 
of this question, and which I will not go 
into at any length. We cannot leave 
out of the questieu the burdens which 
this House puts upon these districts. 
Now, I had a little table put in my hand 
yesterday, which sets out in a graphic 
way what these obligations are. There 
is at the bottom cf this paper a state- 
ment of the financial obligations which 
this House throws upon every person in 
Ireland. They are figures, and, there- 
fore, I am very reluctant to give them 
to the Committee. But I can put them 
in a simple manner before the Com- 
mittee. I take them from a leaflet deal- 
ing with Ireland during the Queen’s 
reion. There are about half a dozen 
facts which show conclusively these two 
great changes—that is, how much the 
financial obligations were which this 
House threw upon Ireland in 1837 and 
how much they are to-day. By the 
figures given here each family had in 
1837 to pay, under the obligations of this 
House, a total tax of £4 por family ; now, 
in 1897, the total tax paid is £13 10s. 
per family. Therefore, during the 60 
years of Her Majesiy’s reion £9 10s. 
per head has been added to the contri- 
bution which each family has to make 
to local and Imperial taxation in Ireland. 
This leaflet also shows that this increase 
did not take place during the first 20 
years of this reien, but was entirely 
made within the last 40 years. Every 
family of five in Ireland has been made 
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to contribute £9 10s. per head more 
than it formerly contributed. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: I really must call the honour- 
able Member to order again. 


*Mr. THOMAS LOUGH: If you rule 
me out of order I must desist, but I 
wanted to show that the distress had 
been caused in Ireland by the obligations 
this House placed upon that country, 
and, therefore, this House cannot escape 
its responsibility. During the last few 
years we greatly increased those burdens, 
and, as we are increasing them, 
we ought not to withdraw from help- 
ing the localities affected. While 
the present Government has been 
in office that burden has increased £1 
per family. I know that it will be said 
that we have given some relief through 
the Congested Districts Board, but that 
is only 6s. per family. Within the pas: 
10 years we have increased the burdens 
of Ireland £2 per family, and within 
the last three years £1 per family: 
and we keep on _ increasing these 
burdens. Now, what is the use of these 
trifling forms o1 relief? My argument, 
Mr. Lowther, is this—and I am glad that 
the Committee are patient enough to 
allow me to put it thus-—that, as this 
House retains in its own hands the 
power of laying these obligations on 
Treland which cause the distress, 
it is most unfair that, at the same 
time, you should withdraw, by the pro- 
visions of this Bill, from the responsi- 
bility of assisting this distress after you 
have created it. That is my argument. 
I say that the distress in Ireland can be 
traced to nothing so clearly as to the 
burdens which this House puts on Ire- 
land, and, therefore, this House ought 
to be ready to relieve the situation when 
it arises. There is one other point, 
which is not connected with any of these 
figures, which I would like to say 
a word upon, because the right 
honourabl» Gentleman has alluded to 
it in the course of this Debate. 
The right honourable Gentleman said, 
in reply to, I think, the honourable 
Member for th» Scotland Division of 
Liverpool, that he was still of opinion 
that in many of the districts of Ireland 
relief could only be had by diminution of 
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the population. Well, now, on that point 
I should like to call the attention of the 
Committee to the fact that during the 
last ten years the population has 
diminished 400,000, and during the last 
40 or 50 years it has decreased 4,000,000. 
Now I put it to the Committee*whether 
any relief can be found in the diminution 
of the population after what has already 
taken place. You do not get better 
as you diminish the population. You 
have greater poverty With the smaller 
population than you had when there was 
a larger population. The Report of the 
Royal Commissioners shows that since 
1870 pauperism has increased by 46 per 
cent. in Ireland, while it has diminished 
by 26 per cent. in Great Britain. So that 
the more rapidly your population 
decreases your p..uperism increases. 


Local Government 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think these figures ere accurate. 


*Mr. LOUGH: They are taken from the 
Report of the Royal Commission, and I 
hope the right honouravle Gentleman 
will give me the opportunity to show 
him the statistics presently. The whole 
subject of Irish distress requires treat- 
ment on broader lines than have yet been 
tried by the House, but do not let us fore- 
stall that opportunity by putting these 
clauses in the present Bill. 


Mr. E. BLAKE (Longford, §.): I 
desire to protest against the retentioa 
of this clause in this Bill. I cannot but 
feel, Sir, that anything which will render 
less incumbent upon this House the con- 
sideration upon every occasion, until the 
permanent remedy is applied, of the con- 
dition of chronic distress which exists in 
the congested districts in Ireland is 
a misfortune for that country, and is a 
misfortune for this House and for this 
country too. Because for that chronic 
condition of dist*ess, to which is due the 
periods of exceptional distress, ‘t is ad- 
mitted by the Government of the day 
frankly, whatever ius causes, whoever 
may be respons‘ble ror its origin, they are 
responsible tu-day in the sense that it is 
an Imperial matter, a matter for the 
House of Commons to master and to 
remedy. I care not whose fault it may 
have been, or upon whose shoulders the 
original responsibility is placed; the 
Mr. Lough. 


{COMMONS } 








(Irelend) Bill. 440 


state of things is one which, to the 
humiliation of this country has, in the 
opinion of the Government, justified the 
insertion of this clause in the Local 
Government Act of Ireland. And what 
is the condition this Act is designed to 


remedy? A state of “exceptional dis 
tress.” They recognise a normal condi- 


tion of distress; they recognise a 
chronic condition of distress as evxisiing, 
and pass it by. But when ‘he 
distress becomes so acut2 as to be 
ealled exceptional, even for Ireland, 
then they procced to provide not 
an Imperial, but a local remedy. 
Now, Sir, whatever you may account the 
causes—whether it be due in part to 
over taxation, as my honourable Friend 
said a mc ment ago, or whether it be due, 
as I think it mainly is, to the economic 
circumstances of the congested districts 
—that the population are herded too 
closely together upon unfertile soil, 
under circumstances in which it is impos 
sible for them to live as in this civilised 
Christian country they should live— 
whatever, I say, the cause, we ought to 
see that the population are given the 
opportunity of living under conditions 
which afford them a reasonable oppor- 
tunity to be provident and thrifty. For 
unless you give them the hope of saving 
you cannot expect that they will be other- 
wise than in the condition which has 
been described in those dull and dry blue 
hooks, which are yet among the most 
pathetic reading to be found. These 
show what the miserable lives are that 
these people live. The chronic circum- 
stances are so low—the margin between 
these people and destitution and starva- 
tion is so slight—that the accident of a 
single less fertile harvest produces a state 
of exceptional distress. I say it is a 
shame and a blot, and a disgrace for the 
whole country. fo. this great Empire, 
whose prosperity and wealth and general 
comfort were d>picted the other day in 
the glowing language of the Budget 
speech, that the dreadful condition to 
which I have ailuded should subsist and 
be acknoviledged as  chronic—that 
we should be told that the Imperial reme- 
dies must be slow, that we can only alle- 
viate the condition of the people by 
degrees, and then that a condition of 
acute and intolerable distress—on one 
word, famine—or starvation, or next door 
to it, growing out of the normal state, 
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when a had harvest supervenes, should 
be dealt with in the manner proposed by 
this clause. Nay, Sir, let us not deal 
with the outcrop and fruit of the 
permanent and chrenic condition of 
misery in this unjust and ineffective 
way, and let us rather leave it where 
it is as a reminder to this House and 
to this country. that they have not 
struck at the root of the evil, that they 
‘have not grappled with what is a shame 
and a disgrace to this Christian and 
wealthy country of ours. Sir, I cannot 
understand how those who take, and 
take in all sincerity, the Unionist view, 
and think that Ireland can only be 
governed well and wisely from this 
House, can propose this clause. It seems 
to me a recognition—supported as it 
is by the arguments of the Chief Secre- 
tary—of their inability to perform the 
task. I should like to see those who 
are responsible for the government of 
the United Kingdom grappling with this 
shame and disgrace. I say that the 
condition of the congested districts 
is one discreditable to any Christian 
and to any wealthy country; and 
for my part I protest against any 
clause in any Bill which shall render it 
easier to put aside that condition. Now, 
Sir, I have said that these conditions of 
exceptional distress grow out of the 
too-frequent misfortune of a bad harvest. 
There is no margin. The food that is 
lived upon is the coarsest and the 
cheapest ; the conditions of life are the 
navrowest and the poorest. There is 
nothing to retrench upon. There is no 
lower state to which to descend. There is 
no accumulation by which to stave off the 
evil day of a bad harvest. That is the 
condition of those people. The right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary declared that it was not intended 
altogether to evade the duty of this 
Government, and of this Parliament, to 
take its part in case of exceptional dis- 
tress. But he is going to make the 
county councils a buffer between the 
Government and their responsibility to 
the people in the distressed districts. 
Well, now, Sir, I object to the occasional 
outcries of acute distress being dulled 
or silenced in this sphere in which we 
can now make them heard when they 
occur. Again, Sir, does anyone suppose 


that the counties in which the congested 
districts are composed of two classes of 
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population, one of them of the very 
poorest, suffering utter misery, and the 
rest rich and well-to-do? Does anybody 
suppose that there is not a large margin 
in those counties, and, I am sorry to say, 
also, in counties which have not a single 
congested district, where the people are 
on the verge of utter poverty as well? 
Does anybody suppose that the poverty 
of Ireland is limited to the congested dis- 
tricts? 1t is not so; and when 
you propose, as you do in this 
case, to impose upon a county the 
duty ot recognising the existence of 
exceptional distress, in order to provide 
a fund which has to be contributed by 
the county at large, to the extent pro- 
vided in the clause, you are practically 
proposing that a large number of those 
who in that very county are upon the 
verge of absolute distress, shall them- 
selves ont of their poverty contribute to 
those who are confessedly, permanently, 
in the humiliating condition already ac- 
knowledged in the congested districts. 
I say humiliating, because I do consider 
that it is a state of things which it is in 
the interests of this Legislature, and 
most of all of those who kere 
maintain the Union, to remove. Now, 
Sir, what do you propose? You 
propose by this clause that it shall be 
the duty of the county council—you put 
the county council as the buffer between 
the Government and their responsibility 
—to determine that there is distress and 
provide for its relief. I hold that that 
proposition is a proposition unworthy of 
this Parliament. It is confessed that 
the state of the congested districts 
is one deserving of our attention, requir- 
ing a remedy, and a remedy which 
ought to be applied much more largely 
and by much more drastic and efficient 
methods than any which have up 
to this time been used. I hold that 
it requires very strong remedies indeed, 
but still remedies which would net tax 
enormously or to any very serious extent 
the resources of this Empire, and which 
have been partially applied with success 
in Ireland and other parts of the United 
Kingrdom. I feel that this clause is a 
clause which, as I have said, will act 
as a buffer between those who are 
responsible and the condition of things 
for which they are responsible. Because 
those who are responsible for the 
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permanent condition of the congested 
districts are respcusible for the results 
of that condition which occasionally 
arise, accentuated by the too-frequent 
recurrence of bad harvests. Therefore 
it is, Sir, that I do appeal to the House 


not to put this clause into the Bill. It 
is not germane to the Bill. I con- 


gratulate English Members that there 
has been no occasion to introduce 
into the English Local Government Bill 
any such provision as this. Better leave 
things as they are until you find time to 
apply a permanent remedy. But until 
this national shame and disgrace is 
removed—for national shame and dis- 
grace it is—you will, I hope, at any rate, 
take care to recognise your present re- 
sponsibility that it shall not culminate in 
starvation. 


Mr. T. H. ROBERTSON (Hackney, S.) : 
The whole of this discussion appears to 
be based upon the assumption either that 
the whole of Ireland consists of one seri2s 
of congested districts, or that this clause 
can only refer to those congested dis- 
tricts. I would venture to remind the 
Committee that only a fourth of freland 
contains those congested districts, and 
that the remaining three-fourths is just 
about as fertile and prosperous as most 
parts of England, and, I consider, in 
many cases far more so. Now, it appears 
to me that the clause may be of con- 
siderable utility. We have had several 
definitions of the words “exceptional 
distress,” but I do not think that any of 
iuem are right. It appears to me that 
exceptional distress realiy means a state 
of greater distress than is usual in a 
particular neighbourhood. But there is 
one great distinction in exceptional 
distress, although, of course, a hard line 
cannot be drawn—namely, that there is 
exceptional distress for which Parliament 
is liable, and thr~e is exceptional distress 
for which nobody would think of coming 
to the Imperial Parliament. Now, I do 
not, of course, pretend that the Imperial 
Parliament has any special responsibili- 
ties to tne west coast of Ireland more 
than it has to any other portion of the 
United Kingdom -~hich is in great 
distress. Wherever distress exists it is 
perfectly clear that it is the duty of 
Parliament to relieve that distress, and 
it is a duty which they cannot get rid 
of. In the very nature of things, if you 
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get such distress that the locality cannot 
relieve itseli, then it is certain that 
Parliament must relieve it. Now, Sir, 
in the particular part of Ireland where 
I mostly reside there is not the slightest 
probability of this exceptional distress 
occurring which is provided for by the 
Act. There is no more probability of it 
occurring in three-fourths of Ireland than 
there is of it occurring in the county of 
Kent ; indeed, T might say that there is 
less probability of it occurring there thaa 
in the county of Kent. But if excep- 
tional distress did exist in my 
immediate neighbourhood—and it is 
more likely to occur there than in the 
rest of the county—we might get a very 
considerable benefit under this clause by 
the provision which compels the whole 
county to come to the relief of any 
particular district. | Now, there is 
hardly an honourable Member oppo- 
site who would not adinit that if 
that was the sole object of the Bill—if it 
was simply for the purpose of relieving 
distress that was not so exceptional as to 
call for the intervention of Parliament— 
there cznnot be a single Gentleman oppo- 
site who would oppose this clause. They 
oppose it because they say it will tend to 
take away from the Imperial Parliament 
that duty which it*’has in the case of 
exceptional distress, and which impera- 
tively calls for the intervention of the 
Imperial Parliament. Well, as I have 
said, I have not the slightest fear of 
that avising, because, as I have said, I 
feel sure that Parliament cannot, even 
by direct legislation, fr2e itself from that 
responsibility. We have, of course, 
heard the statement of what the views of 
the Government are in introducing this 
clause, but that, of course, is only the 
intention of the present Government. 
But I quite agree *hat we must see 
whether thers will be any chance of Par- 
liament being relieved in these particular 
cases of very great exceptional distress. 
I do not myself see how that is to be 
done. The clause refers not to specially 
acute exceptional distress, but merely to 
ordinary exceptional distrews. I draw 4 
distinction between exceptional distress 
calling for the attention of Parliament 
and exceptional distress in respect of 
which nobody would ever think of apply- 
ing to this House; because, of course, 
ihere is undoubtedly exceptional distress 
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which nobody would ever dream of bring- 
ing before the notice of this House, 
though the distress in a particular 
locality may be grexter than it usually 
is. There is no part of England in which 
there is not a certain amount of distress. 
That is undoubted. What we are dealing 
with is the distress which is over and 
above that. I may say, in reference to 
that, that I think the “thief Secretary 
has been a little misunderstood in one 
observation that he made. What I 
understood him to say was that there was 
occasionally a tendency to exaggerate 
“exceptional distress” into “ exceptional 
distress” that ought to be relieved by 
this House. I am quite sure that there 
is no honourable Member of this House 
who wishes that distress to be exag- 
gerated, and that being the case, I think 
the Chief Secretary has been misunder- 
stood. What he meant by that observa- 
tion was that it might possibly prevent 
applications to this House in cases 
where such applications ought not to be 
made; and that is a view which, I am 
sure, almost every honourable Gentle- 
man opposite will accept. Well, Sir, I 
come to the question whether, inasmuch 
as this Bill will undcubtedly confer’ a 
benefit upon a considerable proportion 
of Ireland, that proportion ought to be 
deprived of the beneficial provisions of 
the Bill simply because some hondurable 
Gentlemen in this House fear that ‘t 
may lead to some evil result with regard 
to the flow of Parliamentary moneys into 
Ireland. I hold that it is impossible by 
this clause that the Imperial Parlia- 
ment can be relieved from any responsi- 
bility which properly belongs to it; and 
I therefore trust the House will agrce 
to the clause. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I should like to be per- 
mitted to justify a statement of mine 
which the Chief Secretary has contra- 
dicted as to the relative pauperism of 
Great Britain and Ireland. The state- 
ment I made was that while in Great 
Britain pauperism had decreased 26 per 
cent., in Ireland it had increased 46 per 
cent., since 1870. The right honourable 
Gentleman said that it was not true. I 
find by the final Report of the Commis- 
sion on Financial Relations, pages 207-8, 
that the exact figures for Great Britain 
are: between 1870, tue earliest year 
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available, and 1894, the latest year avail- 
able, population 34 per cent. increase ; 
pauperism, 24.5 per cent. decrease. It 
will be within the recollection of the 
Committee that I said 26 per cent., and, 
speaking as I did from memory, I think 
it might be accepted as accurate. Now, 
turning to Table 4, we find on the next 
page a comparison of the same character, 
with regard to Ireland—viz., between 
1870 and 1894: population 15 per cent. 
decrease ; pauperism, 42.9 per cent. in- 
crease. I said 46 per cent.; it is 43. 
But I think for all practical purposes I 
have been perfectly accurate. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
bound to say that, although the honour- 
able Gentieman Las quoted these figures, 
at the same time they are figures which, 
in my opinion, require very careful con- 
sideration. I do not know by what 
authority those figures are made. 


*Mr. LOUGH: By the very highest 
authority—by the Local Government 
Board and by the Board of Trade. 

Mr. GERALD wALFOUR: Of course, 
I am not prepared to go into this ques- 
tion at the present moment, but I think 
at the same time, if these statistics are 
properly dealt with and properly inquired 
into, they will not show the results which 
the honourable Gentleman attributes to 
them. I am not in a position to make 
good or bad his statement at the present 
time, but I believe those figures, if pro- 
perly inquired into, would not show that 
result. It is not worth while discussing 
the question; and therefore, although I 
do not think those figures represent the 
true facts, I must for the moment allow 
them to pass. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Burghs) : 
May I draw the right honourable Gentle 
man’s attention to this line in the 
Report /— 


“These tables have been prepared by the 
Board of Trade for the use of this Com- 
mission.” 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That may 
be so, but I think I should have attached 
a great deal more weight to them if they 
had been prepared by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. The Board of Trade has 
nothing to do with pauperism, and when 
you say pauperism has increased by so 
much you cannot attach very much 
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importance to the statement until you 
ascertain the true position of the facts. 
At the present time I can only say that, 
from my recollection of the inquiries 
which have been made into this subject, 
I am a little sceptical of the figures. 
Now, a distinction has been drawn in 
this Debate between chronic poverty and 
exceptional distress, and it is quite right 
that such a distinction should be drawn. 
It is a distinction vital and essential to 
the consideration of fhis subject. This 
clause does not profess to deal with 
chronic poverty. I will not follow the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Islington in his statistical survey or in 
his account of the causes which have 
led to this state of chronic poverty in 
the west of Ireland. I will not follow 
him, I say, in those views, but at the 
same time I will say that he seems to 
be misled by some very obvious fallacies, 
while he has overlooked some very ob- 
vious facts. The honourable Gentleman 
pointed to the increase of population 
during the last century as a proof of the 
increase in the prosperity of Ireland. 
He forgot or ignored the fact that the 
population of Ireland very nearly doubled 
itself in the first half of this century. If 
the increase of population is a sign of 
prosperity in the one case, necessarily it 
must be equally so in the other. There- 
fore I may take it that the honourable 
Member's view is that Ireland has in- 
creased in prosperity from 1800 to 1847, 
but the honourable Member said that 
since that period there had been times 
of exceptional distress, in which it had 
been necessary for the Government to 
come to the assistance o1 the people in 
Ireland. That has been the case, but 
is it to be imagined for one moment that 
any honourable Menber who professes 
to have studied this question seriously 
could have absolutely failed to remind 
the Committee that the reason why these 
periods of exceptional distress and 
famine have occurred since 1847 is pri- 
marily due to the fact that the potato 
disease appeared in that year, and has 
more or less severely reappeared at other 
periods since that time? Since 1847 
these periods of exceptional distress have 
been in every case associated with the 
failure of the potato crop. The honour- 
able Member referred to a statement I 
made yesterday that there were spots in 
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Ireland. where the population was denser 
than could be adequately supported 


in comfort upon the land which 
it occupies. I repeat that nobody 
who had _ studied the facts could 
deny that for one momert. The 


honourable Member met that statement 
by this argument: he said the populatioa 
of Ireland had been diminishing for +0 
or 50 years. Was it not clear, then, that 
every remedy which could be tried in 
the direction of the diminution of poverty 
has been tried and failed? Does not the 
honourable Member see that he drew his 
argument from the zeneral population of 
Ireland! It is not a question of 
the general diminution of the popu- 
lation of Ireland; the only question 
here is whether there are not some spots 
in Ireland in which it would be more 
conducive to the general comfort of the 
people if the population were less dense 
than it is, that it would be more favour- 
able to a permanent condition of comfort 
if these spots were more sparsely popv- 
lated. I have not entered into the 
question of any remedy for that. There 
may be a variety of methods of dealing 
with it. There may be ways of supply- 
ing means of employment in those 
districts by establishing industries which 
d> not now .exist there. It may he 
possible to induce some of the people 
there to go away and take lands else- 
where in Ireland where they may live in 
greater comfort, or it may be that they 
may find that they can live in happier 
circumstances and under happier condi- 
tions in another country. Yes, 
another country—in the United States, 
or in England, or in some other land. 
But it is not with chronic poverty, the 
remedy for which, as my right honourable 
Friend the Member for South Dublin has 
pointed out, must be very slow, and must 
take years to cope with, and must not 
be forced, that we have to deal with 
now. I will only add upon this subject 
that which seems to be always forgotten 
by honourable Members opposite ; they 
constantly reproach this Government 
with being unable to remedy this 
chronic state of affairs. I venture ‘o 
say a good deal has been done, and 4 
good deal is still being done in that 
direction, and more undoubtedly will be 
done by the Congested Districts Board. 
That Board, I would point out, was not 
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established at the instigation of the 
gentlemen opposite. It was established 
by the Unionist Party, and when the 
proposal was first made, unless I am very 
much mistaken, it was met with great 
opposition from the opposite side of the 


House. 


Mr. 7. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): And I 
oppose * still. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Now I 
come to the question of the exceptional 
distress. What is exceptional distress! 
One or two attempts have been made to 
define it this afternoon. Exceptional 
distress I take to be distress which 
calls for exceptional remedies. Now, 
what are the exceptional measures which 
this clause specially contemplates? There 
In the first place there is the 
relaxation of the ordinary conditions of 


are two. 


outdoor relief in Ireland. The law in 
that country with regard to outdoor 
relief is stringent, and rightly so, but 


Parliament has found it necessary on a 
variety of occasions to relax this law. 
We found it necessary to do so last year, 
we found it necessary to do so this year, 
and we found it necessary to do so in 
1894. Now we desire to place upon the 
local authorities which we are setting up 
—namely, the county councils—the duty 
of taking upon themselves to determine 
whether such a state of things has arisen 
or not. In doing I am told that I 
am introducing a provision which is not 
germane to the Bill. To that statement 
Ido not agree. This is one of the duties 
we propose to place upon the county 
councils of Ireland, and I am told there 
is no precedent for that in the English 
Act. That is quite true, because there 
is no precedent in England for such 

condition of things as arise in Ireland, 
which this clause is intended to mitigate. 
That is one of the exceptional measures 
which we are taking, and one which is 
only to be used when exceptional distress 
exists. The other exceptional measure 
is a provision for financial aid to those 
to whose care the administration cf 
the poor law is immediately intrusted 
—that is to say, the board of guardians. 
The honourable Member for South 
Shields attacked me for having been 
guilty of inconsistency in what I said 
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yesterday. The honourable Member 
said— 

“The Chief Secretary admits that the 


question of chronic poverty is one which 
should be dealt with as an imperial affair, and 
which should be relieved—to some extent, at 
all events—out of public funds.” 


Then he said— 


“Tf that is the duty of the Imperial Par- 
liament, and if the money required for that 
purpose is to be taken out of the Imperial 
funds, why is not the same rule to be applied 
in the cases of exceptional distress as well.” 
To some extent that principle has been 
applied in the past, and will be again 
in the future. There is no inconsistency 
at all, unless you are to obliterate and 
ignore the distinction between chronic 
poverty and exceptional distress. Just 
let us consider for one moment what that 
argument would mean. It would mean, 
with regard to the west of Ireland, that 
the ordinary administration of the poor 
rate should be a charge upon the 
Imperial Exchequer. Inasmuch as the 
condition of things in the west and south- 
west of Ireland is one of chronic poverty, 
and chronic poverty being an Imperial 
concern, and the charges for chronic 
poverty in a normal year is greater there 
than elsewhere, the argument of the 
honourable Meinber goes to show that 
the whole responsibility for providing for 
that chronic poverty should be taken out 
of the hands of the boards of guardians 
and placed upon the Imperial Exchequer. 
Now I am convinced that the proper 
administration of the poor law could not 
be carried out unless you are prepared 
to throw some responsibility upon the 
boards of guardians, and instead of pay- 
ing out of the Imperial Exchequer the 
whole of the sums required for relief works, 
I have insisted upon the board of guar- 
dians bearing some share of that charge. 
It is merely an extension of that prin- 
ciple which we now propose in the 
Measure before the Committee. This 
clause merely throws upon the local 
authorities the duty of determining 
whether such a state of things exists, and 
whetner relief shall be taken or not. 
Now, let us leave that point and turn 
to an argument which appears to have 
some weight. The honourable: Member 
for East Mayo says the clause will be 
inoperative where exceptional distress 
actually exists, because the county 
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themselves the responsibili.y of a charge 
which might prove ruinous, and, there- 
fore, they would not act. 


Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): No; what 
I said was that if the distress was excep- 
tional they would not put this clause in 
operation, because they would know that, 
so long as they did, they would receive 
no assistance from the Government. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The honour- 
able Gentleman thinks the county coun- 
cils might act if the distress was normal 
and little in amount, but they would not 
act in the case of exceptional distress. 
Now, I have already explained that it is 
not the intention of the Government that 
the clause shall relieve the Treasury of 
any obligation that may properly fall 
upon it, and it is not the intention to 
throw upon the county councils or the 
boards of guardians a burden greater 
than they can bear. It is said of the 
present Government, “so far as yuu are 
concerned you are pledged to that view, 
but some other Chief Secretary in the 
future may repudiate it, and would point 
to the clause and to the fact that the 
county councils had not put it into opera- 
tion, and would say that that was a proof 
that the distress did not exist.” To meet 
that objection I am prepared to consider, 
when we reach the Report stage of the 
Bill, the advisability of placing some 
limit upon the contributions which the 
county council should be called upon to 
make under this clause. I am prepared 
tu put in a provision that they should 
not be asked te pay more than such 
and such a rate in the £. It appears 
to me that if that were done that the 
sole object of the Government would then 
be accomplished. We shall by that 
means give a satisfactory proof that our 
object is not to save the Treasury, or to 
velieve ourselves of any responsibility, 
but simply to improve the administra- 
tion of the poor law. 


-Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do not think the 
right honourable Gentleman need trouble 
the House with any such provision on 
the Report stage of the Bill. I do not 
think there is any necessity for introduc- 
ing a provision that the contribution ot 
the county council should be limited to 
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a shilling, or to sixpence, or to a penny. 
I think it will be a national duty on the 
part of the county council on the very 
first day after their creation to unani- 
mously, all over the country, make a 
Standing Order, refusing to put this 
clause into operation. It will be a 
national duty, and will be done, except, 
perhaps, in parts of Ulster where the 
Nationalists are in a minority, where 
they may make a Standing Order pro- 
viding that a year’s notice must be given 
before putting this clause in motion, and 
that would stand very much in the same 
position as the other Standing Order. I 
am rather surprised that the Ulster 
Members of this House have not seen 
the principle which is involved in this 
clause. When the Home Rule Bill was 
under discussion Belfast was greatly 
agitated, by reason of the fact that the 
Irish Parliament would be able to enforce 
certain Measures, and this clause was the 
very thing which Belfast was the most 
afraid of, and they passed resolutions 
again and again to prevent it. I take 
Belfast and Cork. This distressed end of 
Cork would be the end to which I myself 
belong, but it has no more connection 
practically for the purposes of provision- 
ing the people with the eastern end than 
Belfast has with Donegal. It is not so 
far separated in point of mileage as 
Belfast and Donegal, and the distance is 
farther in point of convenience and 
travel. I venture to say it is harder 
to get from Berehaven to Ben 
Carrick, and would take a longer time 
than it would take to get from Belfast 
to Donegal. The danger of this clause 
is that you start by getting a county 
rate, and you get fiom a county rate 
to a provincial rate, and, naturally 
enough, from a provincial rate to a 
national rate. I can see no reason why 
you should not do just as you did in 
London when you made St. George’s pay 
for St. Giles. When you made the 
West End pay for the East, a thing which 
was so strongly opposed in the House 
of Lords; just as you had that pro- 
vision in London, so you will naturally 
have a demand that wealthy Belfast shall 
pay for, we will suppose, impoverished 
Gwedore. I see no answer for it, and 
therefore let the Ulster Members remem- 
ber that that is the position they have 
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come to. Why have they come 
to it? I could never understand 


why, in our general attitude, in our 
dealings with tae Government with 
reference to this Act, there should be 
any difference between the Conservative 
Irish Members and ourselves. Is it to the 
interest of Orangeism or Protestantism 
or Unionism that you should have dis- 
tress in Ireland neglected by a Chief 
Secretary, who can only give us the 
most callous phrases that have ever been 
used in reference to it? I do not think, 
in the annals of this Housc, more callous 
words have ever been used in reference 
to the distress prevailing in our country 
than have been used by the right 
honcurable Gentleman the present Chief 
Secretary. 


Mr. 
words? 


GERALD BALFOUR: What 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has the rizht 
honcurable Gentleman forgotten them? 
If he has forgotten them we have not: 
words which, I venture to say, caused a 
thrill and a pang to pass through the 
heart of every man of the Trish race at 
home and abroad. I refer to the right 
honourable Gentleman’s words when he 
was heing pressed by the picture of the 
emaciated condition of the little girls 
and boys in the west and south-west of 
Treland, and when his renlv to us was, 
“That, of course. he could not send them 
to the south of France and feed them on 
champagne.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI have 
been violently attacked for the words I 
used on that occasion, but I venture to 
say the words I have used have been 
grossly misrepresented. I am glad of 
this opportunity of stating what I said, 
and of explaining it. I was using a 
perfectly general argument; I did not 
speak of giving champagne to the people 
of the west of Ireland, or of sending 
them to the south of France; I was 
merely illustrating a perfectly general 
argument that the command of luxuries 
would enable the sick to resist the 
ravages of disease. I said if you could 
give sick people. champagne, or send 
them to the South of France. you might 
possibly save lives that would be other- 
wise lost. I had no intention of saying 
‘anything callous. I had no intention of 
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uttering a gibe or a scoff, and, I venture 
to say, that no one was more surprised 
than I at the extraordinary interpreta- 
tion put upon my words, and the extra 
ordinary manner in which they have 
been twisted in order tc raise a prejudice 
against me. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Nobody would 
desire less than myself to misrepresent 
the right honourable Gentleman, or to 
say anything to his prejudice considering 
his action upon two Bills in this House, 
but that makes me stronger in saying, 
having read his words in the newspapers, 
not being in the House myself at the 
time, no words more ill-chosen or unfor- 
tunate could have been used; and if the 
right honourable Gentleman has been 
misunderstood by his own newspapers, by 
his own suporters in the Press, is it any 
wonder that words like those should have 
brought desolation and dismay to the 
hearts of the people in Ireland who 
were expecting succour at his hands? 
It is the business of the right honourable 
Gentleman, as the Chief Administrator 
of Ireland, not to be misunderstood, and, 
not to use language that will be mis- 
understood ; and, I must say, when you 
are dealing with a starving population, 
when you are dealing with a question 
of fever and of famine, I do think some 
other illustration, some better and more 
favourable illustration than that selected 
by the right honourable Gentleman might 
have been used in this House. If, at 
the time, we will suppose, of the Lanca- 
shire famine the Home Secretary of the 
day, when he was appealed to, had said, 
“We cannot feed the Lancashire opera- 
tives upon champagne, or emigrate them 
to the south of France,” I wonder how 
long the Home Secretary would have 
remained a Member of this House? It 
is amazing to me that against the wish of 
the Nationalist Party of Ireland, the 
right honourable Gentleman has sought 
to introduce a clause of this kind, and 
I can only see one object for so doing, 
and that is to afford an excuse to his 
successors when famines of this kind 
arise in Ireland. But, if I was the Chief 
Secretary of the present Government, I 
would let my successors invent lies for 
themselves. The British Government 
has never been at a loss to invent excuses 
in their dealings with Ireland, and to 
suppose that, by this system of trying 
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to feed a dog on a bit of his own tail, 
you are doing something to relieve these 
peasants is the greatest fatuity that has 
ever been perpetrated by any Govern- 
ment. This clause has one redeeming 
attribute—it has a touch of humour. 
I do think this final provision vir- 
tually contains a feast for the famishing 
people of Ireland. The sub-section 
says that the guardians may, with 
the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, obtain for the purposes 
of this section temporary advances 
of such amount and for such period and 
repayable in such manner as that Board 
may sanction, and may mortgage their 
property and funds to secure such ad- 
vances. That is, that they may mort- 
gage the property of the voor people 
who are starving. What are they to 
mortgage? Stone-breaking shops or 
the Fever Hospital? Can they mortgage 
the poorhouse? Is there in the history 


of British finance anything like a 
provision of this kind! There was a 
Committee on Money-lending sitting 

Py Pe t =) 


here, and the honourable Gentleman the 
Member for South Tyrone was chairma. 
of that Money-lending Committee. I 
should like to ask him how much would 
be lent on a poorhouse. Are there 
honourable Gentlemen who suppose that 
the Irish poorhouses have some enormous 
real property like the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners in England, and that they 
can raise almost an Egyptian Loan? I 
have said in the Second Reading of this 
Bill that it is a good Bill, and I have 
incurred odium for so doing; but this 
provision is only another proof that the 
best intentions of English Ministers are 
utterly unfitted for relieving the distress 
of their so-called fellow-countrymen. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think the 
Committee will see from these tables 
that there was between 1870 and 1894 a 
diminution in pauperism of 24.5 in Eng- 
land, whilst in Ireland during the same 
period there was an increase in pau- 
perism of 42.9 per cent. Taking the 
figures from 1880 to 1894, it becomes 
apparent that the whole of that increase 
took place during the first ten years ; 
because from 1880 to 1894, a period of 
14 years, the diminution in Great Bri- 
tain was only 1.5 per cent., and in 
Ireland, instead of there being an in- 
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crease in pauperism, there was a decrease 
of 13.8 per cent. 


Mr. DILLON: I venture to say that 
that will not hold water for a single 
moment. The right honourable Gentle- 
man has selected the year 1880, a year 
of the most exceptional distress—the 
most widespread since the great famine. 
I rise to propose to the Committee a 
modification of the proposal which the 
right honourable Gentleman has put 
into his clause. It must be beginning 
to dawn upon the Government that a 
more unfortunate and ill-judged act than 
to introduce into the middle of their 
Bill a clause which raises the whole con- 
tentious subject of the relief of Irish 
distress could not possibly be imagined. 
The Government have entirely to thank 
themselves for this unfortunate state of 
affairs. The right honourable Gentle- 
man sees now that the clause will not 
hold water. I shall suspend my final 
judgment until I see the Amendment, 
but I shall be very much surprised if he 
does not make the clause worse than 
before. What has been the chief diff- 
culty about this clause? I conceive it 
possible that in the case of slightly 
exceptional distress the county council 
might possibly put this clause into opera- 
tion, though I entirely agree that most 
county councils would hesitate to put 
into operation a clause so unpopular. 
The difficulty that presents itself is that 
under certain circumstances a county 
council would undoubtedly refuse to put 
the clause into operation. There might 
be raised a contest of endurance 
between the county council and the 
Chief Secretary on a large scale, and 
between the two these unfortunate 
people might be left in a state of starva- 
tion. What does he propose as a remedy 
for this objection? He proposes to 
insert into the Bill the limit beyond 
which the county council should not be 
called upon to contribute. The effect 
would be that unless the county council 
contributed to the extent of their limit 
it would be expected, as a matter of 
course, that the Government would give 
no relief whatever. What is the condi- 
tion in these western districts? You 
have not got to deal with one class in 
a state of starvation and with another 
class in a state of wealth; but you have 
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got to deal with a population the great 
majority of which are on the verge of 
starvation. This clause should never 
have been introduced into the Bill; it 
introduces such a contentious subject. 
Up to now the Bill has proceeded with 
moderate smoothness, but I go so far 
as to say that if che Government is wise 
this mischievous and _ , objectionable 
clause ought to be abandoned. The 
honourable Gentleman who is fond of 
informing us that he has a residence in 
Treland, says that it will apply to three- 
fourths of Ireland where there is no 
exceptional distress. Does not any 
honourable Member of the Committee 
know that the Government had in their 
mind in drafting the clause only those 
districts in the west where exceptional 
distress occurs periodically?) The Chief 
Secretary throughout the whole of this 
Debate has not attempted to give a 
single reason, except one—that it might 
save the British Treasury scme of the ex- 
pense they might be called upon to incur. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary has said that when there 
is distress in Ireland there is a tendency 
to exaggerate. But if your sympathies 
are aroused in any subject, does it not 
create a tendency to exaggerate? I think 
there is far more evil on the part of 
Governments in minimising distress than 
in Members exaggerating it. Of the two 
I prefer to be among the exaggerators 
than with those who sneer and use cold 
language in dealing with troubles of this 
kind. I feel that tendency to exaggerate 
myself, especially when I read descrip- 
tions in the Press of the condition cf 
those districts. I read in the Free- 
man’s Journal yesterday of a scene in 
which durine the last fortnight several 
children fainted from hunger. That 
statement may or may not be true, but 
yet we must recognise these statements 
when they are made on the authority of 
public men, who have no reason to doubt 
it. There never was a kind of oppression 
in regard to which you did not have a 
great deal of exaggeration. Very few 
men can sit down, after being witnesses 
of great human suffering, and examine 
in a cold and critical light the things 
they have seen. I say we have quite a 
strong case for accusing the right honour- 
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able Gentleman of minimising the suffer. 
ing that exists. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 3.7 
said he promised the right honourable 
Gentleman not to dcal with statistics, for 
he cared very little about statistics. The 
right honourable Gentleraan said that 
statistics would have to be properly 
dealt with. Instead of dealing with 
statistics he was going to deal with 
practical things that he himself had wit- 
nessed. This clause was especially aimee 
at the congested districts in Ireland. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. had been accused 
by some of them with want of sympathy 
with the distress, but he [Mr. Swift 
MacNeill] did not think that that accusa- 
tion could be justly made. It was true, 
however, that the right honourable 
Gentleman had not shown any ex- 
aggerated sympathy with those Irish 
peasants. In point of fact he had in- 
vestigated the circumstances of that dis- 
tress; but he had investigated it as an 
interesting, eccnomical experiment—as 
interesting statistically. The right 
honourable Gentleman had shown his 
sympathy with the clause, but he had 
never shown his sym~ athy with the starv- 
ing people of Ireland. That, he thought, 
was a pity. The right honourable Gentle- 
man had defended the clause upon 
grounds which he put very candidly 
before the House. The right honourable 
Gentleman was very candid when he did 
not see the effect of his candour. His 
first point was that it would reduce the 
expenditure on Ireland to the Imperial 
Exchequer. He did not see that a saving 
to the Imperial Exchequer really meant 
misery and hunger to destitute people. 
He declared that this clause was a kind 
of charter of disgrace and condemna- 
tion of this Government, and he could 
not understand why the Government 
wavered, and why they went so absolutely 
against public opinion as to insert it. {7 
the clause were struck out there need 
not be any single change or emendatioa 
in the Bill. A remarkable thing was 
that by this clause ccunty councils 
had alone got the power over the 
administration of the relief of distress. 
I say that this clause is meant to 
put the people into such painful 
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circumstances that they will be forced out 
of their own country. This wholsale 
deportation of the people and the de 
population of the country the right 
honourable Gentleman seems to think 
is by no means a thing to be repelled, but 
that, if anything, it is avery useful thing. 
The right honourable Gentleman is not 
original in that view. It has been from 
first to last the steady policy of the 
English Government to procure the de- 
population of Ireland. There is no 
mistake about that; it can be proved. 
Mr. Lowther, in regard to the census of 
1851, which was passed immediately 
after the Irish famine, and the then 
depopulation of the country, the Lord 
Lieutenant is congratulated upon it, in 
words which are almost exactly parallel 
with the speech made by the present 
Chief Secretary a few weeks ago, in 
which he said that the districts which 
are now so densely populated would be 
much better if the population were 
sparse. These are, as the facts show, not 
chance expressions, but the deliberate 
policy of the Government, which takes 
the matter, in spite of the wishes of the 
country, into its own hands. and attempts 
to drive the people out of it. There are 
three lines to that effect, which the right 
honcurable Gentleman would put into 
his speech without the slightest difficulty. 
In conclusion, the Commissioners of the 
Census of 1851, immediately after the 
famine, say, “ We feel sure it will be grati- 
fying to your Excellency that although 
the population has been diminished in 
so remarkable a degree by famine, 
disease, and emigration between 1841 and 
1851, and has since decreased, the results 
on the Irish census of 1851 are, on the 
whole, satisfactory.” In point of fact, 
Ireland was practically in the same 
state as was described a few weeks ago by 
the Chief Secretary in his celebrated 
Leeds speech, when he spoke of depopu- 
lation by emigration relieving the people 
from miserable pauperism. Now, there 
is one subject which has perhaps escaped 
observation in this Debate, and which is, 
I think, not unworthy of notice. Sub- 
clause or Sub-section 2 of this clause 
repeals Section 2 of the Poor Relief (Ire- 
land) Act, 1862, known as the pauperisa- 
tion section. ‘lhe right honourable 
Gentleman spoke with great delight of 
the repeal of that legislation, but I sup- 
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pose no Member of this House, who is not 
an Irish Member, and I am perfectly 
certain the right nonourable Gentleman 
himself will not deny it, knows what 
produced that clause or brought it upon 
the Statute Book. That section js 
most extraordinary in this respect: it 
provided that no man who had one 
quarter of an acre of land could obtain 
outdoor relief. That section was intro. 
duced and carried into law with the 
simple object that the men should be 
driven by starvation into the workhouse, 
that when once they were there the land- 
lord had a free hand to burn or knock 
down their house and secure their land. 
That is part of the legislation for which 
we are expected to be so thankful. The 
section of this Bill I must call a legisla- 
tive fraud. It is outside the jurisdiction 
and provision of this Bill which is sup- 
posed to confer benefits. There is no 
proper sequence in it, as I have said 
before, and I cannot understand why it 
should be introduced, save for this pur- 
pose—that the cries and complaints of 
the Irish people should not be heard by 
the English people. I do not place the 
slightest reliance on the saving or curing 
benefits of the emendations which the 
right honourable Gentleman will propose 
in the Report. Those emendations are 
due, not to our representations so much 
as to the fear of feeble support of his 
own Party in Ireland; and, although 
the right honourable Gentleman has some 
legislative ambition, I think he ought to 
let this clause slide. Let it go; let it 
be buried almost at its birth. It is a 
misconceived clause in almost every line. 
It is not only the clause of a single man, 
but it is not in accordance with the 
spirit of the Bill. Evidently some single 
person wishes to try his “’prentice 
hand” on legislation for Ireland. Surely 
the right honourable Gentleman ought 
to be satisfied. He says he is the 
Government of Ireland, and he may 
let this clause alone for the sake of the 
success of hiy own Bill. I tell him it 
will create an enormous feeling in Ire 
land, and accentuate a feeling against 
him in Ireland which has never before 
been equalled with regard to any particu- 
lar man. In all my experience I have 
never heard of such a consensus of 
indignation as was immediately created 
throughout the Jength and breadth of 
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Ireland by the right honourable Gentle- 
man’s champagne speech. Mr. Low- 
ther, I can assure you I am always, 
as you know, caveful in my language, 
put if I were only to read the comments 
on the right honovvable Gentleman’s 
speech which appeared in the Daily 
Fxpress, the leading Orange organ in 
Dublin, and the Bvening Mail, and give 
them as my own and not as quotations, 
I think I should probably get a holiday 
for at least a week from attendance upon 
this House. I do not wish to say any- 
thing more upon that matter than I can 
help with regard to the right honourable 
Gentleman, and I never like to: attack 
him except on principle, but he has acted 
wrongly in bringing in this section— 
I call it his own—and [ say, let him 
make a graceful retreat from his cham- 
pagne speech by taking out this section. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Sir, there 
is a certain amount of significance in 
regard to commentary upon this clause 
which we have been so long discussing, 
that within the last few days the very 
method which the right honourable 
Gentleman tells us is to be so beneficial 
has been exercised in Kerry by a 
coroner's jury, which found that the 
shameful condition of poverty there had 
culminated in a case of absclute starva- 
tion. Sir, there seems to run through 
all the arguments of the right honour- 
able Gentleman a most extraordinary 
confusion, both of ideas and language, in 
regard to this clause. He talks of excep- 
tional distress, whereas, I think, he 
ought to talk of exceptional districts. 
Then, I believe, that if we could quote 
the arguments ef the honourable Mem- 
ber for the Soutk-rn Division of 
Hackney with regard to Carlow, it 
would be found to refer to an odd 
district or an odd parish of the county of 
of Carlow, and that Carlow was an 
exceptionally good district. There is no 
man in this House who does not know 
by this time that this clause is the legis- 
lative offspring of the right honourable 
Gentleman himself, of which he is very 
proud. It deals not only with excep- 
tional districts, but with the exceptional 
distress that the country is passing 
through at the present time: and no 
matter how ingenious the gloss which 
may be sought to set upon the clause, 
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it will be found in the long run that 
this condition of things has been created 
in the west and the south-west of Ire- 
land by the legislation advanced by this 
House, and introduced by Her Majesty’s 
Government in the past. But now 
this clause seeks to relieve the Treasury 
of their responsibility, and to chrow the 
duty and _ responsibility upon the 
shoulders of those who are in no way 
responsible whatever. To that argu- 
ment we have had no reply. This is 
supposed to be a United Kingdom. 
The Act of Union enacts as much, and, 
as to honourable Members opposite, this 
is supposed to be the strongest part of 
their political creed. This being sup- 
posed to be a United Kingdom, I ask, 
under what doctrine or what form of 
logical argument is a man in a com- 
paratively poor part of the county of 
Kerry to be called upon to pay rates to 
support his poorer neighbour fifty miles 
away, when this burden is not cast upon 
the citizens of London, Edinburgh, or 
Glasgow! For no reason whatever, Sir, 
I cannot conceive any reason. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Under the 
Equalisation of Rates Bill the richer 
parts of London contribute their share to 
the poorer parts of London. 


Mr. FLYNN: Irish Members are as 
well up in English legislation as Members 
opposite, and I can tell the right honour- 
able Gentleman that the Bill to which he 
has referred was opposed by his Party as 
long as they decently could, so that it 
was only under the pressure of a Liberal 
Government and of strong feeling in the 
country that it was passed. Lord Salis- 
bury opposed it, and spoke against it 
again andl again, and there are Members 
here who can corroborate me. 


Mr HAYES FISHER (Fulham): That 


is untrue. 


Mr. FLYNN: “Untrue,” Mr. Low- 


ther, is an unparliamentary phrase. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: i merely 
intended to say that the honourable 
Gentleman is entirely incorrect. 


Mr. FLYNN: I am sure that is what 
the honourable Gentleman means, but 
that was not an observation to throw 
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across the House. However, I should 
not be in order in going into that; but 
this I take the responsibility of saying, 
that the bulk of Conservative feeling, up 
to a certain point, was against that very 
equalisation of rates to which the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary has alluded. At any rate, 
there is no analogy whatever. London 
is a city in which, from time to 
time, there is great poverty, but it is 
nothing similar to that. which exists in 
large portions of the west of Ire!and at 
the present moment. London is the 
richest city in the whole wide world—the 
richest city, probably, that the world has 
ever seen; and therich West End is only, 
say, half an hour’s drive from the poorest 
part. I think the right honourable 
Gentleman will recognise that there is nc 
analogy between the two cases. The 
position is this, Sir, that I cannot con- 
ceive how anybody can get out of the 
argument. It is this: that the very 
poorest districts in Ireland—places where 
the normal level of existence is very low, 
where the people are wretchedly fed, 
.clothed, and housed, and where you have 
-people constantly living on the verge of 
poverty, if not in poverty itself—will be 
called upon to contribute towards the 
-support of those who are suffering from 
poverty and destitution elsewhere at a 
distance. 


Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): Perhaps I may interpose, for the 
purpose of saying that the Act for the 
equalisation of rates in London was 
passed in August, 1894. 


Mr. FLYNN: The interposition of the 
right honourable Gentleman is not inap- 
propriate, as it shows that the Act was 
passed when a Liberal Government was 
in power, and that my memory, and the 
memory of other Imsh Members on the 
matter, is correct. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: I must ask the honourable 
Member to address himself to the 
clause under discussion. His present 
observatior,s are quite beside the mark. 


Mr. FLYNN: The point to which I am 
alluding was originated by the Chief 
Secretary, who spoke about the equalisa- 
tion of rates in London. 


Mr. Flynn. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS AND 
MEANS: Order, order! I must ask the 
honourable Member to speak to the 
clause, and not to refer to other matters, 


Mr. FLYNN: Well, Sir, with regard 
to this particular clause, the honourable 
Member for the Scotland Ward Division 
brought up the case of county Cork, which , 
is divided into West Riding and East 
Riding, and pointed out how unjustly and 
unfairly this clause would operate as 
between the two divisions, west and east, 
Under this Bill the more prosperous part 
of Cork will not be called upon to contri. 
bute one shilling, while the western parts 
of the county, in which there are con- 
gested districts —— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: Order, order! The honourable 
Member is only repeating arguments 
which have been advanced two or three 
times already. It is disorderly to go on 
repeating the same arguments, and I 
must ask the honourable Member to bring 
forward some fresh arguments before the 
Committee. 


Mr. FLYNN: Well, of course, Sir, I 
shall at once bow to your ruling, and pro- 
ceed to other points in the discussion. 
I was only speaking in answer to some- 
thing which had been said on the oppo- 
site side. The honourable Member for 
South Hackney brought forward an argu- 
ment which showed that the average 
Conservative in this country does not give 
close attention to this matter. He said 
that the clause would only apply to those 
parts of Ireland where the misery is con- 
spicuous. But, Sir, the ordinary law can 
deal with that without any clause of this 
kind. The ordinary law would grapple 
with that and apply a remedy. 


Mr. TULLY (Leicrim, 8.): Mr. Low- 
ther, the Chief Secretary has referred to 
the equalisation of rates in London, and 
his argument may be used hereafter to 
enable the East Enders to quarter ‘liem- 
selves on the West End. That is, in 
effect, what this clause will do in Ireland, 
for it will quarter districts which are poor 
on districts which are much poorer. The 
right honourable Gentleman believes that 
this clause will be put into operation, and 
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can be successfully used; but I wish to 
refer him to a precedent. In recent Irish 
legislation there was a clause almost 
similar to this, but dealing with a differ- 
ent question, where it was introduced by 
the Government of the day, and was prac- 
tically inoperative. It occurred in regard 
to the education question in Ireland in 
the time of Lord Beaconsfield’s Govern- 
ment. Debates on Irish education were 
regarded as occurring too frequently, and 
I suppose the Unionist Members opposite 
thought they were as great a nuisance as 
they think debates upon Irish distress are 
now. They introduced a clause dealing 
with primary education, and the remu- 
neration of Irish teachers, and they pro- 
vided that, instead of coming before Par- 
liament, they should be referred to local 
bodies in Ireland, giving power to the 
unions to tax themselves up to a cer- 
tain limit, the unions to become contribu- 
tory up to certain limits to the salaries 
of and the payments to the teachers in 
Ireland. Well, Sir, this is exactly what 
you are doing by this clause. You are 
referring to the people of Ireland the 
making of local rates to pay for what is 
practically Imperial work. What hap- 
pened in regard to the teachers’ question ? 
The local rates were to be made to pay. 
It was considered a good means of getting 
rid of discussion in this House about Irish 
education, and honourable Gentlemen 
supposed that the local people would not 
contribute, and that, when the local 
people would not contribute their share, 
there would be nothing more heard about 
the matter. What happened in Ireland 
was, that when the unions were asked by 
the teachers to pay their salaries, and 
to pay for the Imperial work of educa- 
tion, they very properly refused to do 
so. In less than half a dozen cases they 
became contributory, but the rest of Ire- 
land almost universally refused to become 
contributory to the Imperial work of edu- 
cation; and I say, Sir, that the same 
thing will happen in regard to this 
clause. The vount‘es which are affected 
will refuse to become contributors, and 
the clause wil! be practically inoperative ; 
and, although it may be clumsily 
devised to get rid of Debates on 
Irish distress, I do not think it 
will have that effect, but I believe 
that, as in the education question, it will 
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completely break down, and Parliament 
will have to do the work. I think that 
in the case of Irish distress, when it does 
occur, they wiil not get out of it by this 
device, and that Parliament will have to 
pay this expense. What are these excep- 
tional districts? I happen to be a west 
of Ireland man. I come from a district 
where distress is not of an exceptional 
character. But what will happen? We 
who live in districts where there has veen 
no exceptional distress will be taxed for 
the districts with which we have no con- 
nection whatever. The people who are 
driven into those places where excep- 
tional distress exists are the harvestmen 
who come over here every summer to 
help the English farmers in saving their 
crops. ‘They go back in the autumn and 
use the small patches of land at their 
winter residences, or winter quarters, to 
maintain them during the winter. Sir, 
why should we, who have nothing to do 
with those districts, who vet no benefit 
from their earnings in England or their 
expenditure in Ireland, be taxed for any 
exceptional distress in those districts, 
while the people here—the people of Che- 
shire, Lancashire, and elsewhere in Eng- 
land—who get the benefit of the labour 
of these people, who keep them to save 
their crops, will escape any tax or charge 
for this exceptional poverty? These 
people are driven into the poorest parts. 
Under your legislation for Ireland they 
are to be concentrated, just as we hear 
that in Cuba there are reconcentrados 
who have been driven into certain dis- 
tricts for the purposes of military govern- 
ment. Now, I think this clause will cer- 
tainly not be operative. It is a blemish 
and wart on a Bill which is otherwise 
a good Measure that we should welcome. 
And, further, Sin, to show you how this 
Bill affecting the people of Ireland will 
not be operative, I will give an instance 
that occurred within the last few weeks. 
The Local Government Board sent down 
a circular to the unions which will be 
affected by this Bill. They asked certain 
unions in Mayo and Galway, adjoining 
Roscommon, tc express their wish either 
to remain within their present boundaries 
or to be included in Roscommon. This 
Bill would have made them liable for dis- 
tress, with which they have no connecti3n, 
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and the people in the adjoining counties 
of Mayo and Galway have, in nearly every 
case, opted to go over to Roscommon. I[ 
think, Sir, that is as good an instance 
as could be given to honourable Gentle 
meu opposite to show that, so far from 
this clause being one which will be put 
into operation, it will be only used by 
the Government to save them from 
Debates in this House on distress in Ire- 
land. The clause 1s conceived in a petty 
effeminate spirit, and it wil] never save 
the Government from these Debates. As 
I have said, the clause will never be used 
in Ireland, «mj I vhirk it is a wart and 
a clentish on a Bill which otherwise 
would be welcomed. 


Local Government 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I have not 
taken much part in the Debate up to the 
present time, but I wish to say a few 
words in support of che objection to this 
clause, because I believe it wili have a 
very serious and injurious effect on the 
county, one of the constituencies of which 
Irepresent. I should like to place before 
the right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary what wil! be the condition of 
the county of Kerry and the poor law 
unions in the county of Kerry under this 
Bill if this clause comes into effect. Take, 
for instance, the union of Cahirciveen. 
Under this clause that union will be com- 
pelled to provide for any of the distress 
which will prevail after this Bill becomes 
law. But the present condition of that 
union, Mr. Lowther, is that it is practi- 
cally bankrupt. It is £100 in debt, and 
the average poor rate and county cess is 
about 10s. in the &. They have 
practicaily levied little or no extra rate 
to meet the distress prevailing in that 
particular union, for the simple reason 
that sympathetic friends throughout 
Great Britain and in several portions of 
Ireland have contributed money for cloth- 
ing an food and the support of these 
people. If this clause 1s adopted, not 
alone in this particular union, which is 
not exceptional in Kerry—because the 
average rate this year, and I will go so 
far as to say that the average rate for the 
past six or seven or eight years through- 
out the whole county of Kerry, has been 
from to 10s. in the £, so that 
there has been little or no special levy 
for the distress prevailing in those dis- 
tricts—what will the rate become under 
this Bill? This clause is practically use- 


Mr. Tully. 


- 
is. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 


less. I go so far as to say to the Chief 
Secretary that he will give no benefits 
whatsoever under this Bill. The counties 
in the west and south-west of Ireland 
which are iegarded as congested districts 
come under the financial portions of this 
Bill, but what they are to receive in the 
shape of £1 or £2 or £5 from the Govern- 
ment will be practically taken away 
two, or three, ey four-fold, if they have 
to provide for the distress which it is the 
duty of the Government to meet, but 
which the Goverament have so far 
refused to meet. Therefore I have felt 
it my duty, as one of the Members for 
Kerry, to say trese few words in support 
of the proposal for the rejection of this 
clause, which I believe is most objection- 
abte, and will cause serious injury to more 
than one county in the south and south- 
west of Ireland. 
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On the return of the CHarrMay, after 
the usual interval— 


Mr. COLLERY (Sligo, N.): Mr. 
Lowther, I very seldom. address the 
House, but I do so on this occasion 


because I very much dislike this clause 
of the Bill. This clause will, in my 
opinion, create many difficulties. I hone 
we shall not always have distress in Ire- 
land, but I am very much afraid that in 
periods of distress this clause in the Bill 
will cause a good deal of friction between 
the two bodies about to be created ii 
the clause is retained. I have been for 
a great many years—I am _ almost 
ashamed to say how many—connected 
with the Poor Law Boards, and I have 
always been in favour of giving outdoor 
relief instead of bringing people into the 
workhouse. I should have been pleased 
had I seen that the Chief Secretary, or 
the framers of the Bill, had introduced a 
more extended system of outdoor relief. 
I think it would be better if the restric- 
tions on outdoor relief were somewhat 
relaxed. The habit of nearly all poor 
people is to take advantage of every privi- 
lege they can extract from the powers 
that be, and I fear the tendency of 
this clause will be to make one district 
force upon their representatives at the 
Poor Law Boards the necessity of making 
a representation thav that aistrict is 4 
distressed district, or a distressed area. 
The result will be you will find constant 
friction between the two bodies. I think 
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myself that the Bill otherwise is well 
drafted, and I believe it will confer con- 
siderable benefit upon the people. At 
all events, it will get rid of the grand 
juries, of which [have been a member my- 
self for many years. I am not at all sorry 
to abolish myself, soto speak. At thesame 
time, I am not going to say that the 
grand juries—at least, I speak of the one 
of which I was a member—are quite as 
bad as has been stated. I think it is a 
great pity that this clause should be 
allowed to remain in this Bill, which 
removes a vast amount of disabilities 
otherwise. I do not see what good the 
clause can do. The Chief Secretary says 
it is not intended as a buffer between the 
State and chronic poverty in the country. 
If that is the case, what is the object of 
the clause! I cannot see any reason for 
it, and I hope the Chief Secretary wil!l 
see his way to delete it. The fact of the 
matter is, this clause provides the way 
of giving more outdoor relief; but why 
not give outdoor relief, or allow it to be 
given, under the present system? This 
clause of the Bill is, in my opinion, 
obnoxious from beginning to end, and 
I simply rose to protest against its being 
retained in a Bill which I otherwise like 
very much. I believe the Chief Secre- 
tary is desirous of doing what is fair 
and reasonable, and of bringing in a Bill 
which will be of use to the country. I 
believe that it is from a mistaken notion 
of how it will operate and work in the 
country that he clings to this clause. I 
will not go so far as to say that he clings 
to the clause for the purpose of prevent- 
ing Irish Members from coming before 
this House to raise a question of distress. 
Ivery seldom trouble the House with any 
observation; it is because I so much 
dislike this clause of the Bill that I rise, 
almost for the first time, to protest 
against it. 


*Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth,S.): Mr. Lowther, 
this is the first occasion on which I have 
ventured to address the House, although 
I have been a Member of it for two years, 
I only desire to do so now for the pur- 
pose of protesting against this clause. 
The right honourable Gentleman, when 
speaking a short time ago, stated 
that this clause was not to be found 
in the English Bill, because the 
conditions that obtain in Ireland do not 
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exist in England. But why was it not 
put into the Scotch Bill! In Scotland 
similar conditions do exist and have 
existed, and exceptional distress is found 
there. Why should the right honour- 
able Gentleman insist upon putting a 
clause in this Bill which is not in either 
the English or the Scotch Bill? I think 
I know the reason. I think the right 
honourable Gentleman has put this 
clause in for the same reason that this 
Government two years ago passed the 
Agricultural Rating Act. He has done it 
for the purpose of relieving the landlords 
of their responsibility. The right 
honourable Gentleman smiles at that. 
I will try and show him that I am stat- 
ing accurately what will be the situation 
if this clause is passed. I think what 
I say will explain why we have not heard 
anything from the landlord party on the 
other side of the House. They have sat 
during the discussion of this clause, 
afraid to support it because they know 
their constituents would not support 
them in their action, and they have not 
spoken against the clause because they 
know that it will bring grist to their 
mill. What is the situation? At 
present, in the distressed districts rates 
are always high. Because they are poor 
districts, necessarily the rate must be 
high. It is only in the wealthy districts 
that the rates are low; but in these very 
districts where the rates are now high 
you are providing for a still higher rate 
when the distress becomes still greater. 
What does that mean? Surely it means 
that you are legislating to widen the 
area of distress in Ireland, and to bring 
within the number of distressed persons 
those who are now outside. Rates will 
be higher, and, consequently, poverty 
must be greater. The rates will fall, not, 
of course, upon those who are suffering 
from the exceptional distress, but they 
will fall to so great am extent upon 
those who are not suffering that many 
of them will be brought within the-elass 
of distressed persons. This clause will 
impose this increased rate exclusively 
upon occupiers, for you are providing 
another clause in this Bill to relieve 
the landlords. The right honourable 
Gentleman may say you are making a 
grant from the Imperial fund to meet 
that. You are not. You are making a 
grant from the Imperial fund to relieve 
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a portion of the normal standard of 
rating. I ask the right honourable 
Gentleman, is that not a fair statement 
of the clause? Is it not in entire 
harmony with the policy of this Govern- 
ment in handing over Imperial funds to 
the landlords for their relief, and does 
it not explain why the landlord party 
on the other side of the House have sat 
so quiet during the discussion? Sir, it 
is not my intention, as I said at the 
outset, to occupy the time of the House 
very long upon this question. I am 
satisfied, first, «hat the clause is alien 
to the principle of the Bill. I am satis- 
fied that the clause is a distinct blow 
to the poor districts of Ireland, that. it 
is imposing upon those poor districts a 
penalty that cannot possibly fall upon 
other than poor districts, and that it is 
legislating for the rich at the expense of 
the poor. I protest against the clause 
because it is not in harmony with the 
principle of the Bill, and I protest against 
it still more because it makes the poor 
poorer and the rich richer in the dis- 
tressed districts of Ireland. 


*Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.): 
Mr. Lowther, I am sorry that into a Bill 
otherwise so good. the Government 
should introduce a legislative torpedo 
which this clause really amounts to. It 
is a clause which can work nothing 
in Ireland but harm. It is calcu- 
lated, if not intended, to disrupt, to 
pauperise, and to depopulate the poorer 
districts of the country. I have not the 
slightest doubt, Mr. Lowther, that such 
will be its operation. It will tend to 
impoverish places that are already poor, 
and it will not hurt—it will scarcely 
touch—the better-conditioned parts of 
the country, in which exceptional dis- 
tress rarely or never makes its appear- 
ance. These poor and congested dis- 
tricts of Ireland need treatment. They 
need wise treatment and humane treat- 
ment. They need the application of 
statesmanlike remedies. There is no 
remedy for their condition in this pro- 
posal, which will really have the effect 
of reducing people who are now on the 


Mr. M‘Ghee. 
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borders of misery and starvation, and of 
working harm and injury all round. 
Now, Sir, the second section of this clause 
proposes the repeal of what is known 
in Ireland as the Quarter Acre Clause. 
This clause prevented persons in occupa- 
tion of more than a quarter of an acre 
of land receiving relief otherwise than in 
the workhouse. That was a most cruel 
law. It was denounced, hated and de- 
tested throughout Ireland. It was, in 
fact, regarded as an instrument of 
murder. I have no objection to its being 
repealed. I am glad the Government 
propose to repeal it; but when is it that 
they propose to repeal it? This Quarter 
Acre Clause was kept up so long as the 
landlords had to pay a large share of the 
poor rate. When, however, the land- 
lords are to be exempted the 
bowels of compassion of the Govern- 
ment are stirred, and they now propose 
to repeal this clause. This will widen 
the area of outdoor relief ; it will inevit- 
ably bring increased charges, and the 
time selected for so doing is when the 
whole weight of these increased charges 
will fall no longer upon the Irish land- 
lords, but upon people who are poor 
enough already, and who need assistance, 
help, and sympathy, rather than treat- 
ment of this sort. I regard this clause as 
having been smuggled into the Bill. I 
wonder, did the Government suppose 
that the Irish Members would not see the 
trick? If they imagined anything of the 
sort, by this time they have discovered 
that they were greatly mistaken. I would 
suggest to them not to calculate in 
future, in any of their Measures, upon 
any dulness of vision, or lack of appre 
ciation, on the part of Irish Members in~ 
regard to matters relating, at all events, 
to their own people and to their own 
country. My view and my feelings in 
this matter accord with those of my col- 
leagues. I should not like to go to a 
Division without having said these few 
words in denunciation of this provision, 
and in support of the Motion to leave this 
clause out of a Bill which is otherwise so 
acceptable to the Irish Members. 
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*Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Mr. Lowther, I must say that I 
cannot understand the hostility to this 
clause, because it must be valuable and 
useful that men drawn from all parts of 
a county should have some voice in 
determining the action of a small portion 
of the county in dealing with exceptional 
distress. I cannot myself think that it is 
anything more than just that this clause 
should remain part of the Bill. In the 
extreme western portion of Kerry there 
are economic conditions and _ circum- 
stances that, until they are removed, 
must necessarily produce temporary ex- 
ceptional distress. You cannot grapple 
with this question of distress in these 
congested districts by a clause in this Bill 
or in any other Bill. It is an economic 
problem. This clause is merely to deal 
with cases where, from temporary causes 
and temporary circumstances, it is neces- 
sary to relax to some degree the restric- 
tions which Parliament, in its wisdom, 
has thought proper to put upon the 
administration of outdoor relief. It is 
certainly not intended to deal with any 
great visitation of Providence. This 
clause deals with temporary visitations 
of distress. In West Kerry, where the 
holdings are small and 





Mr. DILLON: And the rents are high. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I think it is a 
great pity that the honourable Member 
should introduce the question of rents. 
Ido not think it advances the interests 
of the country which he represents. The 
real question is whether or not the county 
ought to share the burden of the smaller 
districts in the event of distress. The 
honourable Member knows perfectly well 
how very varied is the prosperity of 
different baronies in the same county. 


There are baronies in Kerry which are 


rich, and there are some which are 
extremely poor. Why should not the 
poor get some assistance from the rich? 
On the whole, I must say that in the 


{5 Mar 1893} 





(Ireland) Bill. 474 


interests of Ireland, and in the interests 
of what is just, fair, and reasonable, 
this clause isa desirable one. In dealing 
with such a clause the question of renta 
should not be raised, because landlords, 
as well as tenants, will be responsible 
according to their valuation. 


Several Irn1sH Members: Not the land- 
lords. 


*Sm J. COLOMB: I do not think 
honourable Members opposite fully 
grasp the situation. They had so acted 
to the landlord 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: We have got him 
on our books. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: That may be so, but 
you must remember that the landlords 
who have land in their own hands will no 
longer have very much voice, at all events 
for the present, in the administration of 
the cess. And, after all, they will have 
to bear their share. I do not wish te 
enter into any question of that sort, 
but when you remember that you 
are dealing with a Measure _ that 
is to ignore any difference of class, you 
are dealing with it from a pure and simple 
point of view of cesspayers, and as cess- 
payers the landlords will have to bear 
their share according to their valuation. 
I think, when the whole situation is 
calmly looked into, this clause ought to 
stand. I speak with a full knowledge of 
the country I come from ; my best hopes 
and wishes are for that county. I see 
steady progress and improvement going 
on there, and one of the worst things 
for that county is to raise up hopes that 
can never be fulfilled, and this clause, to 
my mind, is the only check. 


*Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara) : 
Mr. Lowther, there may be some differ- 
ences of opinion on these Benches as to 
how far to the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary is due the beneficent 
clauses of this Bill, but we are all agreed 
that this particular clause is the pet 
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‘child of the right honourable Gentleman. 
‘The character of this clause is quite in 
keeping with his method in dealing with 
the existing distress, and I am inclined 
‘to think that its main object and purpose 
is to set the different bodies in Ireland 
against each other. We shall have dis- 
trict councils and county councils opposed 
one to the other, and the Chief 
Secretary thereby flatters himself that 
the responsibility for future distress 


will be removed from that House 
to the bodies created under this 
Bill. It has been stated by the right 


honourable Gentleman in the course of 
this Debate that the cause of Irish dis- 
tress is due to over-population, and I am 
surprised at this time of day, with all the 
experience we have had of Irish emi- 
gration, that such an argument should 
be used in this House. Why, Sir, I can 
state positively that in my own time, 
within the last 25 or 30 years, the popu- 
lation of Connemara has _ considerably 
diminished, and I can assert that the 
people along the so-called congested dis- 
tricts in Connemara were much happier 
and more prosperous then they are to-day. 
What is the cause, then, of this chronic 
distress? Speaking for Connemara—and 
I think-the same state of things partains 
to Mayo, Kerry, and West Donegal—the 
people after they had reclaimed their 
mountain holdings were evicted by 
thousands from those holdings, and forced 
to squat upon the worst patches of stony, 
and almost‘useless, lands by the sea coast. 
For these small holdings they have to 
pay, on an average, some £5 to £6 per 
year, and, although this sum does not 
seem large, to these poor people it is a 
fortune. If the Government want to 
abolish this chronic poverty, instead of 
inserting this clause for the purpose of 
setting county council against district 
council, they should buy out these land- 
lords, enlarge the holdings of the tenants, 
and exact a nominal rent; for, Mr. 
Lowther, except the lands in possession 
of the grazier, and from which the right- 
ful owners were driven after the famine, 


Mr. O'Malley. 
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there is no land in those congested dis- 
tricts worth more than a mere nominal 
rent. Economic rent is absolutely out 
of the question. Why does not the Chief 
Secretary rise to the occasion and devote 
a couple of millions of money in buying 
out these landlords instead of pursuing a 
policy that makes his name detested in 
Ireland? This is the only clause, Sir, 
that the Irish Members unanimously op- 
pose; on other clauses we are divided, 
and I would therefore appeal to the right 
honourable Gentleman not to persist in 
pressing this clause upon the Committee, 
and if he will withdraw it he will, at all 
events, be showing some deference to 
Irish opinion. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): I would not trouble the Committee 
after this protracted Debate were 
it not that I consider that this clause is 
so objectionable as to mar very much the 
effect of what I had hoped would other- 
wise be a useful and bereficial Measure 
to Ireland. I would again appeal to the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary to reconsider this question, and 
to withdraw the clause altogether. It 
really, when you come to consider it, is 
nothing but an excrescence on the Bill— 
an excrescence which disfigures the whole 
substance of the Measure, and which 
could be righted without the slightest 
difficulty, or in the slightest degree mar- 
ring the otherwise good effect of the 
Measure. Now, before I proceed to dis 
cuss the clause itself, I should like, as my 
right honourable Friend the late Chief 
Secretary for Ireland is not here, to read 
a passage from the Parliamentary Report 
of some of his observations on the first 
introduction of this Bill by the Chief 
Secretary. I wish to call attention to 
the circumstance that at that time the 
Bill was not in the hands of Members. 
The Bill, in fact, was not printed, and 
the observations of the late Chief Secre- 
tary, the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose, when carefully 
considered and understood, had reference 
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to the general question which appears 
to be union rating in contra-distinction 
to electoral rating, that at present pre- 
vails; but when the Bill was printed 
what does the right honourable Gentle- 
man say on the Second Reading, as re- 
ported in the Parliamentary Debates of 
the 21st March of this year. What does 
the right honourable Member for Mont- 
rose say? “Under Clause 12”—I am 
reading now from the Parliamentary 
Debates,” page 504— 


“Under clause 12, wherever there is excep- 
tional distress, as there is too frequently 
in a certain zone of Ireland, the guardians are 
to represent to the county council that they 
require aid or new conditions. The county 
council is then required to get the assent of 
the Local Government Board, and then the 
local authority is to be empowered, the con- 
ditions being satisfied, to grant outdoor relief 
for a period of two months.” 


That is, so far, very approving, but let us 
see how the right honourable Gentleman 
criticises this proposal— 


“Let us see what will happen; the House 
has probably already seen what will happen. 
I will take, as an illustration, the district of 
Lord Clanricarde’s property, where exceptional 
distress may occur. That distress will be met 
by a larger allowance of outdoor relief; that 
extra relief will be provided for entirely by a 
population, a large number of whom, by this 
hypothesis, are themselves swamped in dis- 
tress.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Do you, on 
behalf of the late Chief Secretary, say 
that he objects to the clause? 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I don’t 
understand that interruption ; I protest 
against it. I am speaking here for my- 
self. I would not presume to take the 
liberty of speaking on behalf of any of 
my right honourable Colleagues who sit 
beside me on this Bench. I was reading, 
when the right honourable Gentleman 
interrupted me, the passage which gives 
the very gist of the matter— 


“They will have to provide this extra rate, 
and Lord Clanricarde, living, as I understand, 
in London, never seeing his own property, 
will be absolutely absolved from any part of 
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the burdens which he now shares. I think 1 
am justified in making that point, and I am 
curious to hear what the answer to it will be!” 


Now, here is the reported language of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose, and I say his 
name has been brought unnecessarily 
into the Debate, for the purpose of 
giving weight and authority to the clause 
which ‘has been introduced. But now 
let me pass from that, and again, speak- 
ing only for myself, as a Member from 
Ireland, call the attention of the Com- 
mittee to this section. I take it for 
granted that it was introduced because 
the right honourable Gentleman, the 
Chief Secretary thinks it a good section. 
I will not go into an inquiry as to what 
his motives are. I will not go into the 
question as to who is the father of the 
clause. I am quite sure that the Irish 
law officers, whom I know to be 
thoroughly sympathetic and humane 
men, are not responsible for this clause, 
and I do not at all mean to say that the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary was himself the author of it. 
It is tmmaterial to this House who is the 
author of it, when it comes before the 
Committee with the imprimatur of Her 
Majesty’s Government. No matter what 
views may be entertained as to the inten- 
tion of the promoters of the Bill, we 
have to deal with the effect of it when 
it becomes law. And what will happen 
if this section becomes law! It is absurd 
to say it was not intended to meet the 
unfortunate state of things which so con- 
stantly crops up in Ireland. I can speak 
from the experience of many years, and I 
know that there has been recurrent 
famine and starvation from time to 
time in different parts of that country— 
famine and starvation which have been a 
disgrace to the British Empire; famine 
and starvation in the greatest and 
wealthiest Empire that the world’s his- 
tory has ever known. And that should: 
be met by exceptional legislation accord- 
ing as the necessity arises. But under 
this clause what will happen? Assume 
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that a year or two hence there is another 
failure of the potato crop; assume 
that the wretched inhabitants on the 
west coast of Ireland are starving, as they 
have been starving this year ; and assume 
that there is an appeal to the British 
House of Commons to introduce some 
exceptional measure for their relief: this 
section will be pointed at ; and what will 
be the argument of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment? “In the year 1898 we brought in 
a remedial Measure to redress the griev- 
ances of Ireland; we brought in a Mea- 
sure which was to satisfy the aspirations 
of the people for Home Rule; and in 
that Measure we granted a dole of hun- 
dreds of thousands of pounds a year to 
relieve the rates in Ireland.” That may 
not have been the intention of Her 
Majesty’s Government in introducing the 
clause, but whether it was their intention 
or not, the argument will be unanswer- 
able. To show that it is unanswerable, I 
will just put it to this one test: are they 
willing to strike out of this clause the word 
“exceptional”? If they are prepared to 
strike out the word “exceptional,” then the 
argument of the honourable and gallant 
Member for Great Yarmouth would per- 
haps apply, because then it would simply 
amount to an enlargement of the powers 
of guardians and of county councils to 
extend out-door relief in cases where they 
could not be relieved at present. But 
as long as the word “exceptional” re- 
mains in this clause it will always be 
used as an argument for relieving the 
British Government of the responsibility 
of meeting by exceptional legislation this 
state of poverty. It is a matter of history 
that in the time of the famine a 
coroner’s jury in Ireland brought in a 
verdict of manslaughter—I think it was 
murder—against a Minister of the 

_Crown, because the Government of that 
day looked on and saw the people starv- 
ing. I am speaking in the presence of 
those who can contradict me if I am 
wrong, and of those who know that my 
statements are borne out by the facts 

Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 


COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 480 


of history. I therefore deprecate alto- 
gether this clause. What is the effect of 
it? Now it has been argued that when the 
population are very badly off in one part 
of the county the other part of the same 
county might very well be taxed for the 
purpose of their relief. Well, we will 
take the case of Kerry. It has been 
stated—and I assume it is correct—for it 
has not been contradicted—that the rates 
in the Cahirciveen Division at present, 
or recently, amounted to 10s. in the £. 
Now, 10s. in the £ is a very pretty sum 
to face, and what is the feeling of the in- 
habitants of the electoral divisions of the 
whole of the county of Kerry when they 
come to deal with such a problem as that? 
Now, what is the meaning of this clause? 
It is not only badly framed, but it is 
badly worded. Let us tear away the 
mask, and let Ireland know what this 
legislation really is. Do not treat Ire- 
land like a poor relation. With a rich 
man who has poor relaticas his great 
object is, when he is entertaining his 
noble and wealthy friends, to keep the 
poor relations in the background, so that 
they shall not be obtruded on the world. 
And so the object of this clause, I say, is 
to prevent, year after year, the grievances 
and the poverty and the starvation of 
Ireland from being ventilated in Parlia- 
ment. Now, what is the effect of this 
clause? It provides that— 


“One-half of any expenditure incurred in 
pursuance of an order under this section shall 
be levied off the country at large.” 


That is where the people are starv- 
ing, and you have to feed them. There 
you have to feed men, women, and chil- 
dren, and that will cost a pretty large 
sum. Now, half of that is to be levied 
on the county at large, but where is 
the other half to come from? Why, it 
must come from the affected district, 
for I do not find any provision that the 
other half is to come out of the 
Consolidated Fund. Were that 0, 
I could very well appreciate this 
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clause, but the meaning of it is 
this: there is a certain district in 
Ireland where the inhabitants are 
paying rates at 10s. in the £, and 
half of the people there are starving. In 
this case you feed the starving half of 
the people at the expense of the other 
half, and that is what is called British 
generosity. There is still in force the 
Poor Relief Act of 1862, which prevents 
outdoor relief from being given where 
the applicant occupies more than a 
quarter of an acre of land. Now that check 
is removed, and the Local Government 
Board may sanction the administration 
of outdoor relief in the case of occu- 
piers of 10, 12, or 15 acres, who may 
want it very much; and what a burden 
that will be upon an impoverished dis- 
trict council and the county at large! 
There, again, you see the effect of this 
clause. You see that the burdens 
created by this clause are almost without 
limit, and I regard with grave suspicion 
the confusion of circumstances which 
the able and learned men who are 
responsible for the framing of this clause 
have introduced. I regard it with great 
suspicion, when I recollect that every 
penny of that burden must be borne 
by the occupying tenant. This Bill is 
absolutely without precedent and with- 
out parallel in the history of British law. 
It is without parallel in the history of 
any community that I am aware of, be- 
cause the effect of it is to relieve land- 
lords, whether they are absentee land- 
lords or whether they are resident land- 
lords who have not the land in their own 
hands, but for whom the money 
is made by the hewers of wood and 
the drawers of water. This clause 
exonerates the landlords from any con- 
tribution to the expenses of the county 
for the maintenance of the roads, to the 
keeping up of bridges and court-houses, 


or the maintenance of the workhouses, 
but it throws the whole burden on to 
the occupying tenants, and thus may 
fasten such a millstone round the necks 
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of these tenants as may, perhaps, oarry 
out the theory of the honourable and 
learned Member for Down, whom I am 
sorry not to see in his place, whose argu- 
ment seems to be that the people who 
have to exist on the crags and shores of 
the Atlantic in the west of Ireland have 
no right to exist at all, and that there 
is nothing left for them to do but to 
throw themselves into the surging waves, 
or go to another and a more generous 
country. 


Mr. EDWARD CARSON (Dublin Uni- 
versity): I am sure, Sir, that the Com- 
mittee, or any of them who have listened 
to the speech of the right honourable and 
learned Member who has just sat down, 
must have been deeply affected by the 
graphic description of Irish life which he 
has drawn. Ishould very much have liked 
to have followed him in the arguments 
he has brought forward, but I have only 
risen for the purpose of explaining the 
reasons for my vote upon this Amend- 
ment if it goes to a Division. I do not, 
however, agree with many of the argu- 
ments put forward by my right honour- 
able Friend, or with the arguments of 
many honourable Members opposite. At 
the same time, from the view 
that I take of the section, and 
the probable effect of its working, I feel 
bound to vote in favour of the Amend- 
ment. Now, Sir, in the first place, every- 
body who knows anything of the different 
parts of Ireland, where exceptional 
distress dealt with under this section 
is so constantly occuring, knows that 
those are the very places which at the 
present moment are most heavily taxed. 
In some places the taxes are so high as 
to make it almost incredible that the 
people of Ireland can possibly pay them. 
Well, Sir, if these people are to be told 
that it is their duty whenever this 
exceptional distress arises to add further 
burdens to the rates, and that that is 
to be the only hope of the people, then, 
Sir, I can only say that you are telling 
them that they may be hopeless in tne 
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future. Sir, I believe there are many 
places where it would be impossible, with- 
out terrible calamities, to increase the 
rates for these purposes. In these very 
districts, Sir, what is the reality of the 
situation? The reality of the situation 
is this: that the parties who pay the 
rates, or the greater portion of the rates, 
will be perhaps three, four or five, or 
up to 10 per cent. of the whole of the 
electors of the division, and the conse- 
quence will be that by giving this power 
to the county councils in many places 
you will be having on your register of 
electors the very men who are perpetually 
suffering from this recurring starvation. 
I am told that the Members who usually 
act with me, or with whom I usually 
act, differ from the view which I take 
upon this question. Well, Sir, let me 
ask them this: looking at the question 
from a practical point of view, what do 
they think is likely to be the result cf 
the electorate being the men who want 
the very relief which the county council 
are to vote, and which is the only 
remedy for the distress which arises? 
It must be, from point of fact, that the 
men who are suffering from the distress 
will be practically voting relief to them- 
selves. Well, Sir, but do honourable 
Members who sit here on this side of the 
House think that this will only operate 
on those in occupation? Sir, I know 
very well that every recurring distress 
in Ireland in any part must more or 
less militate against the landlords and 
the owners of the tenements from which 
these rents are to be paid. It is ali 
nonsense to tell me that if a tenant is 
mulcted in the necessary rates which 
must arise under the system that you 
want to set up by this section—it is all 
nonsense to tell me that when those 
rates are raised to the extent that will 
be necessary to meet this distress 
the tenant will be in exactly the same 
position for the purpose of paying his 
rent to the landlord. In the long run I 
know what will happen, and that will be 
Af. Carson. 
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that the very limitation or protection 
you are putting in now for the owners 
of the land as compared with thes occu- 
piers will become so burdensome in these 
distressed districts that you will have 
in a year or two the whole of the Party 
opposite agitating the country, and 
saying that it is intolerable that the rates 
should be borne only by the occupiers, 
and not be shared in by the owners or 
landlords at all. I will tell you, Sir, 
what will happen, and that is that, what- 
ever Government is in power, when it 
comes to be a question of merely sacrific- 
ing the landlords, the Government will 
be perfectly ready to do it. Therefore, 
Sir, being Bound to look ahead in these 
matters—and matters move rapidly in 
this House—I say that I am speaking in 
the interests of those with 
usually act, and of those whom I 
deeply sympathise with in Ireland, when 
I say that this is one of the most mis- 
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chievous sections in the whole of the 
Act. I have merely risen for the pur- 
pose of stating the reasons why I intend 
to vote for this Amendment, and if it 
goes to a Division I shall certainly sup- 
port it. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That clause 12 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Committee divided—Ayes 179; Noes 
104.—(Division List No. 88.) 


CuavseE 13. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 7, line 10, after ‘cease,’ insert— 


“ Provided always that any existing coroner 
who may be deprived of office, or who may 
suffer any loss of fees or allowances in con- 
sequence of such alterations of districts, shall 
be entitled to compensation in the manner pro- 
vided by this Act. 

“Where by operation of this Act a borough 
becomes merged in a county, the existing 
ccroner, if any, of such borough shall, if 
deprived of office, be entitled to compensation 
as provided by this Act. 
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“Should any existing coroner be, at the 
passing of this Act, coroner for a county, and 
also for a borough situate within the limits of 
said county, and should said borough be con- 
stituted by this Act a county borough, he shall 
be entitled to compensation, as provided by 
this Act, in case he is deprived of office in 
either such county or borough.”—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: My honourable 
Friend the Member for Dublin has a 
better clause than the one I propose 
lower down. I have not studied my 
Friend’s clause, beyond knowing that it 
is a better one than mine. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr, J. Arxryson, Londonderry, 
W.): The Government will be willing to 
accept the Amendment put down in the 
name of the honourable Member for 
North Dublin. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 7, line 10, after ‘ cease,’ insert— 


“Provided always that any existing coroner 
who may be deprived of office, or who may 
suffer any loss of fees or allowances in conse- 
quence of such alterations of districts, shall ke 
entitled to such compensation as is provided 
by this Act for existing officers who suffer loss 
of income or fees by virtue of this Act or of 
anything done in pursuance or in consequence 
of this Act.”—(Mr. J. J. Clancy.) 


*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: The Amendment to clause tS, 
line 10, is unnecessary, because it is 
provided for in clause 22 of the Bill. 
The second part of the Amendment is 
also unnecessary. 


Mr. J. J. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): 
I understand that the right honourable 
Gentleman will accept my Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 7, line 11, to leave out sub-section 3.” 
(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question put— 


“That the words, ‘the Lord Chancellor may,’ 
stand part of the clause.” 
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I understand that a county 
council can change the coroners’ 
districts. Will that put them in 
this position, that the county coun- 
cil might consolidate two districts 
and compel the officer to do the work of 
those two districts? I may say that I 
have raised this question at the request 
of a body of coroners. That is their 
view of the clause. 


a county. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is quite possible 
that the county council might amalgamate 
districts in that way. But under the 
Amendment proposed by the honourable 
Member for North Dublin the coroner 
would be entitled to compensation for 
any such amalgamation by reason of that 
amalgamation. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But would that 
mean that he would do double work and 
get double pay? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No. 


*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: The Amendment of the honour- 
able Member for Londonderry raises the 
same question, and there is also an 
Amendment by the honourable Member 
for Louth which raises the same ques 
tion in a better form. 


Mr. CLANCY: I beg to move that 
sub-section 3 be omitted, on the ground 
that the coroner is really a judicial officer, 
and that to give a judicial officer insecu- 
rity of tenure is really detrimental to 
the interests of justice. I understand 
that the law at present is that a coroner 
can only be removed by judicial force. 
A regular legal process must be insti- 
tuted to have the matter brought before 
the court and inquired into. It is only 
after such a process that any coroner 
can be removed, if he can be removed at 
all. The coroner has duties to perform 
which are quite as important as those of 
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any judge in the land. Questions of 
very serious importance often arise, cases 
of murder or suspected murder, and the 
like, and it seems to me that an officer 
discharging such duties, and presiding 
over investigations of such a character, 
and having such subjects to inquire into, 
ought to be quite as independent as a 
county court judge or a judge of the 
High Court, though even at present he 
has not such absolute security. He 
cannot be removed, like a judge of the 
High Court, by an address to both 
Houses of Parliament; he can only 
be removed from his office by a motion 
before the Lord Chief Justice. Upon 
that motion the coroner can be heard, 
and it is only plain justice that if he is 
to be removed now, he ought to have the 
protection he at present enjoys—namely, 
the opportunity of defending himself 
before a judicial tribunal. If this sub- 
section is carried, the Lord Lieutenant 
will have absolute power at his own dis- 
cretion to remove the coroner. You will 
have one judge sitting in judgment on 
another judge, and having the power of 
depriving him of his office upon his own 
responsibility and upon his own motion. 
That state of things would be intolerable 
in the eyes of the public, and I do not 
think the public would have confidence 
in a coroner who was so subject to the 
will of any judge of the land. They 
would not have confidence in a coroner 
whom it would be possible to remove 
without his being heard in his own 
defence. In this case, under this clause, 
@ judge can act upon his own motion, he 
need not have any evidence upon which 
to go. He may, as an executive officer, 
decline to give his reasons for removing 
him, and I can imagine some cases in 
which he might say, “I do not think it 
desirable in the public interest to men- 
tion my reasons.” Imagine a coroner 
being placed in such an invidious posi- 
tion as that. It would be intolerable, 
perfectly intolerable, and no public man 
would continue to perform his functions 
if he were subjected to removal By 
Mr. Clancy. 


Local Government 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland; Bill. 


such means as that. I think the Govern. 
ment ought to have the power of remov- 
ing the coroner which they have at pre- 
sent. At present, as I understand, it is 
not only in the power of the Govern- 
ment to set the law in motion, but it is 
in the power of any subject of the Crown 
to take action if he has a good ground for 
doing so, and the matter comes before 
competent tribunals, presided over by 
the highest judges in the land, and the 
proceedings would be reported by the 
public Press. The public would be en- 
titled to go and hear the proceedings, and 
I think the Government ought to be 
satisfied, under the circumstances, to 
leave the law with regard to this subject 
where it stands row. 
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I beg to move. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS ayn 
MEANS: The question is, clause 13, 
page 7, line 11, that sub-section 3 be 
omitted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am aware, Mr. 
Lowther, that this sub-section was taken 
out of the English Act—the English 
Coroners Act—and, of course, I acknow- 
ledge that so far as symmetry is con- 
cerned. it is apparent, but it is absurd 
to argue that the countries are in any 
sense alike. In this country you have 
a vigilant Parliament and a vigilant 
Press, and the interests of the whole 
people conserved by Parliament. In Ire- 
land you have a hostile Lord Chancellor 
and an indifferent Parliament, and what- 
ever is done against Ireland, you have 
the general body here agreeing that it 
is perfectly right. Under those circum- 
stances, to take the words of the English 
Act and to say it was sufficient in the 
past here is not sufficient. You have 
no justification, so far as I know, for 
doing so. I never shall forget the case 
of the honourable Baronet the Member 
for West Kerry when he was Sheriff for 
the city of Waterford. He, my honour- 
able Friend’s father, held large estates 
in the county of Wexford and in the 
county of Waterford, and he had for 20 
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years been Sheriff of the city of Water- 
ford. Well, he made a speech one day 
which was not favourably received by 
the Lord Chancellor. I think it will be 
admitted that my honourable Friend’s 
father was not an extreme revolutionist. 
One day he received a letter by the 
penny post, asking him to explain his 
speech, and he ceased to be Sheriff from 
that time. That is not the principle in 
England. In England a prisoner is 
assumed to be innocent until he is proved 
guilty. I should-Jike. to know what 
would happen, supposing we differed from 
the Lord Chancellor to-day, as, it has 
always been the honour for me to do, 
without more protection than we have, so 
far as these functions are concerned, to 
which is attached a salary of £200 or 
£300 a year, upon which a man depends 
for his living, and for which he may 
have given up some other means of 
livelihood. He is suddenly to. be 
removed by a sort of fluctuating official 
who goes out and comes in with the 
Ministry. What is the protection of the 
county council? In this country you 
have a great Parliament. You had the 
Miss Cass case, and the whole House was 
revolutionised because a woman was 
taken off the streets to prison ; the whole 
country was shaken to its foundations ; 
but you might have all the women and 
children in Ireland starving, and you 
would not shake this country in the 
slightest degree. I think there is no 
reason why, when getting the county 
councils into the country, they should 
be subjected to tyranny of this kind. 
Furthermore, there is in the law of this 
country an ancient device—I have never 
seen a writ myself for the removal of a 
coroner—but I have always  under- 
stood that the Chief Justice of the 
Queen’s Bench is, by virtue of his posi- 
tion, Her Majesty’s chief coroner over 
that particular part where he presides, 
and that he has some means in his 
power of depriving the coroner of his 
office. I do not know how that would 
work, but, if it were necessary, I think 
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some means could be found in law to 
remove the coroner from his position. 
Accordingly, as I understand, there is 
that ancient process in the hands of the 
Chief Justice, and now you are going to 
give a power to the Lord Chancellor, so 
that when you may have been success- 
ful at the hands of the Chief Justice 
you may have to go with all the chances 
against you to the Lord Chancellor, and, 
therefore, I support the Amendment of 
my honourable Friend. 


Mr. G. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : 
I hope the Government will stand by this 
sub-section. I stand here in the interest 
of the ratepayers, and I have no feeling 
whatever against the coroners. I desire 
local government, and good local govern- 
ment. I desire to see the government 
of the country properly and efficiently 
carried out in a manner satisfactory to 
the people of Ireland. And I say 
advisedly that the Government would be 
ill-advised to withdraw this sub-section 
and allow the coroners to hold office 
independent of any authority. I do hope 
the Government will stand by this clause 
and insist upon giving Ireland men who 
will fulfil these functions in a proper 
manner, and with efficiency. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Having regard to 
the duties which coroners discharge, it 
is obvious that there should be some 
power of removing them from office in 
case they are unable to discharge their 
duties. The coroner has to discharge 
duties of a judicial character, and at the 
present moment he can be removed by 
a judge or by the Lord Chancellor. It 
is obviously desirable that the power 
should be vested in somebody to remove 
in the case of persons who are unable 
to discharge the duties of their position. 
I think that power to dismiss the coroner 
for misconduct may be safely left in the 
hands of the Lord Chancellor. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City): 
It is perfectly right that there should 
exist that power, but that power does 
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exist at present. It is expressly stated 
that nothing in this clause shall alter the 
jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor. 
There is a form for removing the coroner. 
This clause provides for his removal 
without trial. That is the difference 
between the procedure under this clause 
and the old procedure. Under the old 
common law. before a man was dismissed 
from his office a charge was made against 
him, and he was tried by a judge, and, 
I apprehend, before a jury. The right 
honourable Gentleman does not want to 
give the Irish coroner any judge or jury. 
What he proposes is that the Lord Chan- 
cellor, without one word of explanation 
or of defence, shall remove a coroner 
from his old office. His defence is that 
this provision is contained in the Eng- 
lish Act. This provision, no doubt, is 
contained in the English Act. But what 
is the parallel between England and Ire- 
land? We hear in Ireland of the 
danger of the abuse of power by public 
bodies. Well, this clause will provide us 
with the danger of the abuse of power 
by high functionaries. Every class in 
Ireland will be equally subjected to this 
abuse of power on the part of high 
functionaries in times of political ex- 
citement. I agree that the Lord Chan- 
cellor will not dream of putting a clause 
like this into operation. unless there is 
some good excuse for it. But some day, 
under certain circumstances, whenever 
the action of this judicial officer becomes 
displeasing, the official executive, without 
one word of trial, might remove that 
officer. This is a valuable office. It is 
an office with a substantial sum attached 
to it; and is it tolerable that it should 
be in the power of any judicial func- 
tionary at one stroke of the pen to remove 
this person from his position? There is 
no justification for introducing this 
clause into the Bill. 


Dr. J. A. RENTOUL (Down, E.): The 
honourable Member who has spoken 
seems to be an expert entirely in regard 
to the protection of coroners. But there 
Mr. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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is another side to this question, and that 
is in regard to the protection of the 
public. The duties of coroners differ 
much from the ordinary duties of any 
other judge. Almost all the cases he 
tries—or, at least, a large proportion of 
the cases—are of people who are sud- 
denly plunged into very great sorrow. 
However well the coroner may be able 
to perform the mere legal function of his 
office, there is something wanted more 
than that. I have myself known several 
instances of coroners in Ireland. who if 
they were tried, as the honourable Mem- 
ber desires, before a judge, would have 
been convicted, the cause being simply 
that they deserved to be removed from - 
their office. The honourable Member for 
Cork knows very well how extremely 
difficult it is to succeed in an action for 
negligence. It is very easy to bring an 
action of that sort. But how often, in 
cases of that sort, has the plaintiff suc- 
ceeded? I suppose in actions for negli- 
gence it is not once in 50 times that the 
plaintiff succeeds. There are cases in 
which the Lord Chancellor might remove 
the man to the very great advantage of 
the public of that district. Anyone who 
has watched some of the cases heard 
before coroners, and who has listened to 
some of the feeble jokes and jests prac- 
tised by them in circumstances under 
which a whole family has been bereaved, 
must have felt that these were cases in 
which a man who acted in that way 
ought to be removed from his office. I 
am speaking exclusively of Irish coroners. 
I have before my mind the cases of 
coroners in three counties, who. not only 
acted in that manner once or twice, but 
who acted in that manner habitually. I 
know, in regard to several cases, that 
there have been objections to the con- 
duct of their cases by several coroners 
who are in the habit of making speeches 
which ought never to have been uttered. 
I think it is a wise policy to give the 
Lord Chancellor some discretion in regard 
to these people, instead of dragging the 
matter before a tribunal, which would, 
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give pain to a great many persons. : I 
think the Lord Chancellor might «be 
trusted to exercise his discretion. It is 
very unwise to imagine that any person 
who has been placed in the position of 
Lord Chancellor would be actuated 
in turning any man out of his 
office purely for political reasons. I 
think that every protection that can 
possibly be given inthis matter ought to 
be given. If there is any better method 
I should like to see that method used. 
But I cannot think of any system that 
would work with less pain to the rela- 
tives of the deceased persons than this 
clause that the Government has sub- 
mitted. It is not in any sense whatev2r 
a political question. If there ever was 
one question on which Irish Members 
might agree I think it is on a question 
such as this. Any Member might be 
obliged to appear before a coroner and 
give evidence. This is a very important 
matter, and I trust the Government will 
stick firmly to this clause. 


Local Government 


Mr. J. E. REDMOND (Waterford): It 
is to be regretted that the honourable 
and learned Gentleman who has spoken 
should make these wholesale charges 
against the coroners. Anybody who is 
acquainted with Ireland, who has heard 
the speech, will agree that this is an 
erroneous impression. If such cases 
have occurred they are certainly most 
exceptional. What I desire to point out 
is that under the present state of the 
law cases of that kind can -be dealt with. 
The point at issue is very simple. indeed. 
It is—is the present law sufficient to 
deal with cases of improper conduct on 
the part of coroners? When the right 
honourable Gentleman says that the 
public ought to be protected, he utters 
a sentiment that everybody will agree 
with. I want to point out that under 


the existing state of the law, even 
on the statement of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Attorney General 
himself, there is adequate protection for 
the public, and that there is a tribunal of 
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authority over the coroner; the Lord 
Chancellor has power to deal with coro- 
ners under the ancient writ. Under the 
ancient writ the Lord Chancellor pro- 
ceeds by way of complaint after hearing 
what the coroner has to say in his 
defence. The fact that this is in the 
English Bill is no reason why it should 
be imported here. This is a constitu- 
tional change of a very grave character. 
A judicial functionary, such as the coro- 
ner, ought to be protected from the 
remotest possibility of capricious inter- 
ference from any higher authority. As 
a judge is hedged round with 
all sorts of protection, so in a 
minor degree ought the coroner to be. 
It seems to me an unfortunate and 
unjust proposal to subject a coroner to 
the jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor. 
It is an injustice to any judicial 
functionary to place the power of 
removing him in the Lord Chancellor or 
any other official. It is a very grave 
constitutional change, and utterly out of 
place in a Local Government Bill of this 
kind. I maintain that the coroner ought 
to be protected from the capricious 
interference of even a high authority 
like the Lord Chancellor. For these 
reasons I am opposed to this clause, and 
I trust the Government will reconsider 
their position and will accept the Amend- 
ment. 

*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I confess 
that I am altogether in sympathy with 
my honourable Friends who oppose this 
clause. I would remind the Committee 
that the office of coroner is a freehold 
office. A coroner has a right to hold his 
office during good behaviour, like a 
judge. This sub-section 3 strikes at the 
fundamental principle of the judicial 
tenure of office. It proposes to give the 
Lord Chancellor power to remove a 
coroner at his absolute discretion. I am 
one of those who think that discretion 
is a very dangerous thing. The discre- 
tion of a Chancellor, it has been said,.is 
to. be measured by the length of the 
Chancellor’s foot. There is no ground 
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for contending that this change is neces- 
sary, because power already exists to 
remove a coroner for good cause. The 
law now governing the office of coroner 
in Ireland is the 9th and 10th Victoria, 
chapter 37. Under that Act a coroner 
can be removed if it be shown that he 
has lost qualification, or has been con- 
victed by a jury of extortion, or wilful 
neglect of duty, or misdemeanour. The 
point isthat he must have been convicted 
by a jury of one or other of these things. 
For that very reasonable provision, 
it is now proposed that a coroner 
may he removed from office at the mere 
discretion of the Lord Chaucellor, “for 
inability or misbehaviour in the dis- 
charge of his duty.” I hold it is most 
undesirable to put a coroner’s position 
at the mercy of the Lord Chancellor, or 
any other functionary, however exalted, 
and whatever the probability that the 
power of removal would be con- 
scientiously discharged. I do trust that 
so dangerous a precedent as this will not 
ba established by the Committee, and 
that the Amendment wil! be adopted. 


Mr. TULLY: I think this sub- 
section is a very oppressive and 
tyrannical one. It is an attempt to 
increase the number of slaves under 
English rule in Ireland. Up to the 
present the coroners have been elected 
by the people; we have a tenderness 
for them on that ground alone. The 
object of this sub-section is to enable 
the Lord Chancellor to whip the 
coroners into line with the officials of 
Dublin Castle in all political matters ; 
and, if it is passed, it will not be long 
before we see that result brought about. 
If a coroner, who has been elected by 
the people, goes to an amnesty meeting, 
or a 98 meeting, the Lord Chancellor 
will promptly come down on him and 
remove him from office. On _ these 
grounds I oppose the sub-section. On 
the general question of the appointment 
of coroners, I think that the county 
councils should have a certain discretion 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 
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as to whether a particular coroner should 
be appointed when a vacancy arises. 


Mr. J. DALY (Monaghan, §8.): I view 
with great suspicion any provision that 
would leave a coroner in the hands of 
the Lord Chancellor. There are already 
quite sufficient removable officials in Ire- 
land discharging judicial functions, and 
I do not want to see the coroner also 
made a removable fixture. If he is made 
removable at the discretion of the Lord 
Chancellor, it stands to reason that a 
great deal of his independence will be 
gone. I hope that the honourable and 
learned Member for East Down was not 
serious when he spoke of coroners being 
jocular when conducting inquests. Such 
a thing I am certain must %e of the very 
rarest occurrence in Ireland, and the 
Executive would, under the present law, 
have no difficulty in dealing with a 
coroner who took such a view of his 
duties. I hope the Government will not 
insist on this sub-section, and thereby 
practically deprive the people of Ireland 
of the right they at present have of 
electing their own coroners. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The honourable 
Gentleman who has just sat down has, 
in happy, if somewhat contradictory, 
language, exactly described what would 
be the position of a coroner under this 
sub-section; he will be a removable 
fixture; he will be nominally remov- 
able, but really a fixture, unless he is 
guilty of misconduct which would 
justify his removal. One of the objec- 
tions raised to this sub-section by the 
honourable Member for Cork was that, 
whatever may be said for or against our 
proposal, it was out of place in a Local 
Government Bill. But this Bill deals 
with the election of coroners, and, strange 
to say, a great many Amendments have 
been put down by honourable Members 
opposite dealing with the remuneration 
of coroners and other matters. It cannot 
be said that if those matters are 
germane to the Bill, a sub-section of 
this kind is alien to the Bill. The 
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honourable Member for South Leitrim 
suggested that this is a device of ours to 
“increase the number of slaves under 
English rule in Ireland,” and that 
coroners would be liable to be deprived 
of their offices at the mere whim of the 
Lord Chancellor. Of course there would 
be no more chance of such a thing under 
this sub-section than there is under the 
present law. The right honourable and 
learned Gentleman opposite contended 
that there is already sufficient power of 
removal under the 9th and 10th Victoria, 
chapter 37. I would point out to him 
that that Act only gives power to remove 
a coroner on his conviction in a court of 
justice for certain offences. He may be 
guilty of gross misconduct, but unless 
that is brought home to him at a trial by 
jury he still retains his office. It is 
certainly desirable that the position of 
the Lord Chancellor, in regard to dealing 
with objectionable holders of these 
important offices, should be strengthened, 
and it is absurd to imagine that the 
power we propose to confer would be 
abused in the manner suggested by 
honourable Gentlemen opposite. Of 
course no Lord Chancellor would think 
of dismissing a coroner without calling 
on him for an explanation of any charge 
made against him. I think the fears of 
honourable Members are quite ground- 
less, and for this reason I cannot accept 
the Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I hope that 
President Kruger will read the report of 
this Debate, and I regret that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Secretary for 
the Colonies has not been in his place 
to listen to it. We have heard of some 
very vigorous dispatches written by the 
right honourable Gentleman to President 
Kruger, remonstrating against the 
arbitrary dismissal of Chief Justice 
Kotze. That gentleman, the Chief 
Justice of the Transvaal High Court, has 
been dismissed from office by President 
Kruger, after a series of dispatches 
which resemble in an extraordinary 
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degree the speeches of the right honour- 
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able Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland. It may or may not be. that 
President Kruger is in the right and 
Chief Justice Kotze in the wrong; I 
merely mention the incident in support 
of my argument, that it is essential that 
judges and the ordinary officers of the 
State should have some protection 
against the Executive. The argument 
is a sufficiently strong one when we are 
dealing with officials concerned in the 
trial of civil cases; but what are the 
functions of our coroners} A coroner 
has to try cases upon which depend the 
absolute liberty and life of the subject, 
and especially in a country like Ireland 
it is essential that such an official should 
be absolutely independent and above the 
suspicion of dependence or partiality. 
Can anyone say that the fact that a 
coroner feels that he may be pulled up 
at any time by the Lord Chancellor is 
not likely to affect his actions? At 
present the coroner is elected by the 
people, and his office is practically a 
freehold. This is practically the last 
plank of free and impartial justice that 
exists in Ireland as a sort of bulwark for 
the people, and why the Government, in 
passing a Local Government Bill, should 
insist on a provision of this kind I 
cannot in the least understand. In the 
case of the land-grabber you destroyed 
our own ancient procedure as regards 
claims for malicious injuries, and pro 
vided for all sorts of new rules. When 
you came to deal with roads, you took 
away our grand jury laws and established 
an entirely new procedure. And now, 
when you come to the office of coroner, 
that ancient office is to be placed under 
the jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor, 
and coroners are to be placed under all 
sorts of irritating restrictions for which 
there is no necessity. We know. what 
you have done as negards the judges. 
We have seen on the Bench judges who 
were deaf, judges who were almost blind, 
end their infirmities have been over- 
looked so long as they belonged to the 
“loyal minority.” But the moment any 
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legislation is proposed for the benefit of 
the people, and the smallest thing is 
suggested that you can lop off, that very 
moment the virtue of the British 
Pharisee is aroused, the discovery is 
made that there are possibilities of abuse 
in the existing state of things, and, with 
virtuous indignation the British Govern- 
ment insist on guarding against the 
possibility of scandal, though. in doing 
so. they cut away an ancient and valued 
right of the Irish people. 


Mr. H. H. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): It is 
quite true that if the power proposed by 
this sub-section is conferred on the Lord 
Chancellor there is no likelihood that 
that power would ever be improperly 
exercised, but I must say that I doubt 
whether the Government are wise in 
pressing this sub-section. The fourth sub- 
section of this clause preserves in their 
absolute integrity the powers which the 
law at present gives of removing a 
coroner who is incapable of discharging 
his duties. Those powers secure that a 
coroner shall not be removed without 
cause shown and after judicial inquiry. 
When we consider the state of public 
opinion in a country like Ireland, and 
the sort of inquiries which Irish coroners 
have to carry through, I confess that it 
appears to me to be in the last degree 
inexpedient and impolitic that a person 
in a judicial position should be subject 
to removal without cause shown, and 
without the opportunity of giving any 
reasons against his removal, at the mere 
will of the Executive of the day. I 
therefore do press on the Government 
that they may well allow the law to 
remain as it is—that is to say, to leave 
the coroner subject to removal if it is 
judicially proved that hle is unfit for his 
office, rather than subject him to removal 
at the absolutely unfettered discretion 
of the Executive, however remote may 
be the probability that that discretion 
would ever be abused. 

Mr. T, M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


| have shown that spirit. 
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Mr. A. O'CONNOR (Donegal, E.): I 
desire to ask the right honourable Gentle. 
man the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether there is any corresponding provi- 
sion in the English law in regard to Eng. 
lish coroners? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The relation is 
entirely identical in English and Scottish 
laws. 


Mr. CLANCY: I can only say 
that if the Government persist in insert- 
ing this sub-section it will remain as a 
very great blot upon their Bill. I have 
listened to the speeches of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Attorney 
General and the honourable Members 
opposite who supported him, but I have 
failed to appreciate any single argument 
in favour of this provision. The sole 
question is whether the existing law is 
sufficient or not to provide for the 
removal of coroners who have been guilty 
of misconduct. or are in any way unfit to 
hold office. The right honourable 
Gentleman opposite, I understand, thinks 
that it is insufficient. Will the right 
honourable Gentleman point to a single 
case in which a coroner ought to have 
been removed, and it was found that 
there was no power to remove him? Sir, 
I regret that the Government seem to be 
impenetrable to all reason and all argu- 
ment in this matter, and I regret that 
this is not the only case in which they 
They were not 
satisfied with the law relating to the 
summoning of juries, and now, in this 
sub-section, they seek, for no reason 
whatever, to make the law worse than 
it is at present, to deprive us of the 
right of popular election of coroners, 
and, in effect, to make the coroners mere 
officials of Dublin Castle. I feel bound 
to pness my Amendment to a Division. 


Committee divided :—Ayes 162 ; Noes 
90.—(Division List No. 89.) 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again on Monday. 


House adjourned at 12.5. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 6th May 1898. 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
Seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES ACT, 1897. 


Tap LORD STEWARD oF THE 
HOUSEHOLD (The Earl of Prmproxe 
and Montcomery): My Lords, I bring the 
following message from the Queen— 


“T have received your address, praying that 
I will make the Order in Council under the 
Military Manceuvres Act, 1897, a draft of 
which was presented to your Lordships’ House 
on the 18th of February last. 


“T will comply with your request.” 


he indicates revision by the Member. 


ST. THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND ST. 
SAVIOUR’S, SOUTHWARK, BILL. 
(H.L.] 

Committee (on Re-commitment) to 

meet forthwith. 


commencement Of a Spece 





N 

4 

4 LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 

: RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 

$ Reported from Select Committee 
+ with amendments. 

: 


NEWHAVEN HARBOUR AND OUSE 
LOWER NAVIGATION BILL.  [H.L.] 


Reported with amendments. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
(H.L.] 
Reported with amendments. 


VOL. LVII. [Fourtu Serums. ] 










{6 May 1898} 





Business. 502 


SHERINGHAM AND BEESTON PROTEC- 
TION BILL. [H.L.] 


Queen’s consent signified. 


LEICESTER FREEMEN BILL. [H.L.] 
Committed. 


ABERYSTWYTH GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Commons amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


KETTERING WATER BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Boyle (Earl Cork and 
Orrery) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Earl of 
Chesterfield ; Read, and agreed to. 


NEWTOWN WATER BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Bovle (Earl Cork and 
Orrery) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Earl of 
Chesterfield ; Read, and agreed to. 


TYNEMOUTH CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Boyle (Earl Cork and 
Orrery) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Earl of 
Chesterfield ; Read, and agreed to. 


WATH-UPON-DEARNE URBAN DIS- 
TRICT COUNCIL BILL. [H.L.] 
Report from Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Boyle (Earl Cork and 
Orrery) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Earl of 
Chesterfield ; Read, and agreed to. 


Y 
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TODMORDEN CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 





Report from Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Boyle (Earl Cork and 
Orrery) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Earl of 
Chesterfield ; Read, and agreed to. 























ROCHDALE CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Boyle (Earl Cork and 
Orrery) be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bill in the place of the Earl of 
Chesterfield ; Read, and agreed to. 


STAINES RESERVOIRS JOINT 
COMMITTEE BILL. 
Brought from Commons; Read first 


time, and referred to Examiners. 


CHIPSTEAD VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Returned from Commons; Agreed to, 
with amendments. 






SWANSEA GAS BILL. 
Returned from Commons ; 
with amendments. 


[H.L.] 
Agreed to, 













FOLKESTONE GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from Commons; Agreed to, 
with amendments; Amendments con- 
sidered and agreed to. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 


Reports, ete. 


PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read second time (according to order) ; 
and committed to a Committee of Whole 
House on Monday next. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[H.L.] 

in Committee (according to 

order); Bill reported without amend- 

ment; and re-committed to Standing 

Committee. 


House 


FLOODS PREVENTION BILL. [H.L.] 


Select Committee nominated, consist- 
ing of the following noble Lords :— 


E. Sandwich. 
E. Spencer. 

E. Beauchamp. 
E. Camperdown. 
L. Plunket. 

L. Belper. 
Thring. 

De Ramsey. 
Burchclere. 
Heneage. 


im 
L. 
L. 
L. 


Committee to their 


Chairman. 


appoint own: 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GREECE. 

No. 2 (1898)—Correspondence respect- 
ing the finances of Greece ; No. 3 (1898) 
—Further correspondence respecting the 
finances of Greece; Presented (by com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


POOR LAW UNIONS. 

Statement of the names of the several 
unions and Poor Law parishes in England 
and Wales, and of the population and 
area thereof, together with the post 
town of each parish ; Presented (by com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (EVIC- 
TION NOTICES). 

Return of the number of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
31st March 1898; Presented (by com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 


VIVISECTION. 
For the suppression of the practice of : 
from Upper Norwood ; Read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at 4.30. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 6th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


{6 May 1898} 
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CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 

SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON 

RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) 
BILL. 


Read a third time, and passed. 


WISHAW WATER BILL. 
Read a third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board for Ire 
land relating to Tralee, Coleraine, and 


Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. 
Solicitor General for Ireland; Bill pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time; Referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 200.] 


COMMONS REGULATION (WOLSTAN- 
TON MARSH) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed] ; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


GREAT ORME TRAMWAY AND 
TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Y 2 





Skull; Ordered to be brought in by Mr. - 
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507 Petitions. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT 
NORTHERN RAILWAYS JOINT COM- 
MITTEE BILL. 

Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


GLOUCESTER GAS BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie 
Table, and to be printed. 


upon the 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
(NEW WORKS) BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


DUBLIN SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Reported ; Report lie upon the 

_ Table. 


to 


EAST AND WEST WALES RAILWAY 
BILL. 
Reported [Preamble not proved]; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


HART’S DIVORCE BILL. [H.L). 


Reported from the Select Committee on 
Divorce Bills, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table; Bill to be 
read third time; Ordered, That the 
Minutes of Evidence and Proceedings in 
the House of Lords on the Second Read- 
ing of Hart’s Divorce Bill, together with 
the Documents deposited in the case, be 
returned to the House of Lords, and that 
the Clerk do carry the same.—/(Sir 


Richard Webster.) 


{COMMONS} 





Petitions. 


ACCOUNTANTS (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to Amend the Law relating to Ac- 
countants in Scotland, and to Regulate 
their Qualifications and provide for their 
Registration: Ordered to be brought in 
by Mr, J. B. Balfour, Mr. Haldane, Mr, 
Cox, and Mr. Faithfull Begg; Presented 
accordingly, and read first time; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday, 19th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 201.] 
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PETITIONS. 


—— 


ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 
Ir favour: From hilsington; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 
For weekly payment: From Dewsbury, 
Bicester ; to lie upon the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


Against: From Jedburgh; to lie upon 
the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Against: From Putney; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation: From Wal- 
sall, Partick; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour: From Deanston, Glasgow, 
Greenock, Dumfries, Galston, Edinburgh 
(3), Ardrihaig, Bannockburn, Bainaguard, 
Stonehaven, Earlston, Barrhead, Alloa, 
Edzell, Kinross, Dollar, Newmains, Alva, 
Galashiels, Dunoon, and Easdale ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
In favour: From Altrincham; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Against: From Glasgow; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
In favour: From Royal, Parliamentary, 
and Police Burghs of Scotland; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS 
BILL. 


In favour: From London; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Against: From Salisbury ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT (1887) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

In favour: From Royal, Parliamentary, 

and Police Burghs of Scotland; to lie 

upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES REGISTRATION BILL. 
In favour: From Derby; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 


TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Against: From Glasgow; to lie upon 


the Table. 
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POOR LAW SETTLEMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Against: From Paisley (2); to lie 

upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Kilmadock, Linlith- 
gow, and Midlothian; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


(IRELAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Smethwick, East 
Peckham, Passage West, Cork, Youghal, 
Great Yarmouth, Stamford, and Porta- 
down; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Galston, Brechin, 
Kilfinan, Bannockburn, Sanquhar, Dum- 
fries (2), Edinburgh (2), Glasgow, Ken- 
nington, and Ashford; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 

ON SUNDAY BILL. 

Against: From Southampton; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Derby (2), Diss, Al- 
trincham, Walton-le-Dale, Southampton, 
Paddington, Stowmarket, Preston (4), 
Honing, St. Helens, Gateshead, Brank- 
some, Cambridge, Worksop, Bramley, 
Richmond, Croft-on-Tees (2), Smethwick, 
Bridgwater, Highgate, Maidstone, Stan- 
ford, Derbyshire, Normanton, Stanley, 
Queen’s Park, Newquay, Hoxton, Fair- 
haven, Lytham (2), St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea 
(2), Batley, Dewsbury (2), Bradford, 
Sheerness, Great Yarmouth, Holbrook, 
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511 Returns, 
Great Longstone, Matlock, Longstone (2), 
Matlock Bath, Ipswich, Frome, Argyll, 
Dorlow Common, and Checkley ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING BILL. 
In favour: From 


Salisbury ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 
VIVISECTION, 
For prohibition: From Bristol ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


RETURNS, REPORTS 


ARMY (POSTMEN),. 


Return [presented 5th May] to be 
printed. [No. 197.] 


SUPERANNUATION 
Copy presented, of 
dated 2nd May, 1898, 
allowance to Mr. Edward <Aslat, Civil 
Engineer, Walmer, under the Board of 
Admiralty [by Act]; lie upon the 
Table. 


ACT, 1887. 
Treasury Minute, 
granting a retired 


to 


GREECE (No. 2, 1898) 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the Finances of Greece [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


GREECE (No. 3, 1898). 


Copy presented, of Further Correspon- 
dence respecting the Finances of Greece 


[by Command] ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House 
that he had received the following com- 
munication from the Judges appointed to 
try the York Election Petition :— 


In the High Court of Justice.—Queen’s Bench 
Division. 
Act, 


The Elections 1868. 


The Corrupt and Illegal Practices Preven- 
tion Acts, 1883 and 1895. 


Parliamentary 
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To the Right Honourable the Speaker of 
the House of Commons. 


Election for the Borough of York, holden on 
the 13th day of January, 1898. 


Sir CnristopHER Furness, Petitioner. 


Lorp CHaRLES Breresrorp, M.P., 
Respondent. 


We, the Honourable Mr. Justice Mathew 
and the Honourable Mr. Justice Grantham, 
two of the Judges of the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion of the High Court of Justice, selected to 
be placed on the rota of Judges for the trial 
of Parliamentary Election Petitions in England 
and Wales for the year ending the 24th day 
of October, 1898. 


Do hereby Report, that an application for 
liberty to withdraw this Petition was heard 
before us in open Court on the 5th day of 
May, 1898. Having heard Counsel on both 
sides, and read the Affidavits sworn by the 
respective parties to this Petition, and others, 
pursuant to the Statute, we ordered that the 
Petitioner should have leave to withdraw his 
Petition. 

We further Report, that in our opinion the 
withdrawal of this Petition was not the result 
of any agreement, terms, or undertaking, or in 
consideration of any payment, or in considera- 
that the seat should at any time be 
vacated, or in consideration of the withdrawal 
of any other Election Petition, or for any 
other consideration. 

Dated this Sth day of May, 1898 
Wm. 
J. C. 


GRANTHAM. 
MATHEW. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEE.). 
Sir JOHN MOWBRAY reported from 
the Committee of Selection, That they 
had discharged the following Member 
from the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures: Colonel Warde ; 
and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Fison ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE 
BUCKIE 


FROM THE LORDS. 
(CLUNY), HARBOUR BILL. 
[H.L.] 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the Trustees of the 
late John Gordon, of Cluny, to construct 
additional works at the Harbour of 
Buckie, in the parish of Rathven and 
county of Banff, and to enable the Com- 
missioners of the Burgh of Buckie to 
erant guarantees in connection with the 
Revenue of the Harbour, and for other 
purposes Bill afterwards read first 
time ; and referred to Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 











513 Carlow 
QUESTIONS. 


CLOSE CONFINEMENT OF PRISONERS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
$.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department how 
many sentences of close confinement of 
14 days were imposed upon prisoners 
during the year ended 31st March, 1897: 
and how many prisoners were thus 
punished once, how many twice, how 
many thrice, and so on? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
W. Ripuny, N. Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
Forty-one such sentences were imposed, 
32 prisoners being sentenced once, three 
twice, and one three times. 


TREATMENT OF FIRST OFFENDERS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the prison chaplain who 
suggested that first offenders should be 
kept in prison apart from the other pri- 
soners was treated discourteously by the 
Prison Commissioners ; and whether he 
has any objection to include the follow- 
ing rule (now in force in Scottish prisons) 
in the Draft Rules: “The chaplain may, 
al any time, offer any suggestion for im- 
provements or for the advantage of the 
service ?” 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
mug HOME DEPARTMENT: This is the 
first time I have heard the allegation. 1 
believe it to be quite unfounded. As re- 
gards the second paragraph, if the 
hcnourable Member will look at the Drafs 
Rules he will find the words he suggests 
already there. 


DOLL-DRESSING BY FEMALE 
PRISONERS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depari- 
ment why the employment of female 
prisoners in Wormwood Scrubbs Prison 
in doil-dressing, to which reference was 
made in the Report for 1896-7, has been 
discontinued ? 
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Tee SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: Doll-dress- 
ing has not been discontinued, but 
merely suspended during a temporary 
slackness of trade. 


LAND CULTIVATION AT WORMWOOD 
SCRUBBS PRISON. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that there is 
no more land available for cultivation 
within Wormwood Scrubbs Prison, but 
that there is a field suitable for the pur- 
pose opposite the prison on the other 
side of Du Cane Road (a private road) ; 
aud whether, having regard to the recom- 
mendations of the Prison Committee on 
the subject of employing prisoners in land 
cultivation, he will endeavour to acquire 
this field for this purpose? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT : The subject 
has been under the consideration of the 
Commissioners, who have made inquiries 
with regard both to the field mentioned 
and to other land; no practical scheme, 
however, has presented itself at present. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, §.): Is it not a 
fact that there is a good deal of land 
available for cultivation inside the boun- 
dary wall of Wormwood Scrubbs, which 


is at present devoted to landscape 
gardening instead of to vegetable 


growing ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT: I can only 
say that this is a part of the very much 
larger question of the reorganisation of 
the prisons of London, which is being 
considered at the present time. 


CARLOW DISTRICT ASYLUM. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
number of married officers and attendants 
who reside with their wives in each of the 
district lunatic asylums in Ireland, and 
the number so residing in the Carlow 
District Asylum? 
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Tua CHIEF SECRETARY to THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GeRrALp BaLrour, Leeds, Central): There 
is no official record containing the infor- 
mation desired in the Question. It rests 
with the Board of Governors of an 
asylum to determine whether the wife of 
an officer should be permitted to reside in 
the institution, and the inspectors of 
lunatics have not interfered with the 
discretion vested in the governors, except 
in one or two cases where they 
have remonstrated with the governors for 
permitting the wife or family of an 
officer to occupy accommodation which 
might have been given up to the asylum 
patients. Under the circumstances, I do 
nci see that any useful object would be 
gained by calling for the information 
from boards of governors. 


Payment of 


BISHOP GOODWIN MEMORIAL SCHOOL, 
CARLISLE, 

Mr. OLDROYD (Dewsbury): I beg to 
ask the Vice President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether he is 
aware that the managers of the Bishop 
Goodwin Memorial School (Church of 
England), Carlisle, have for a consider- 
able time collected one penny per week 
from the children in attendance, although 
the school is reputed to be a free school ; 
and that the pennies are collected in the 
caretaker’s house, opposite the school, 
which is not technically on the school 
premises, the curate of the parish often 
being present to receive and enter the 
pennies in a book; whether the monies 
so received have been accounted for as 
voluntary subscriptions ; whether certain 
of the children have, at various times, 
been called out by the teacher and made 
to stand on a form, because they failed 
to bring their pennies in conformity with 
this regulation ; whether the practice is 
still carried on; and whether such regu- 
lations are a contravention of the require- 
ments of the Education Department, 
under the Education Act, 18914 


Tue VICE PRESIDENT or tue COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. E. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Committee of Council understand 
that a penny a week is collected in the 


{ COMMONS} 





Army Pensions. 516 


manner described in the Question. 
Adequate notice has been given to the 
parents that the payments are entirely 
optional, and the money is not collected 
by the teachers. There appears to be no 
objection to this arrangement. The 
punishment referred to was once inflicted 
on a child at the request of his mother, 
who had reason to believe that he had 
appropriated the penny to his own uses, 
There is no contravention of the Educa- 
tion Act, and the Committee of Council 
see no impropriety in this collection of 
subscriptions. 


PAYMENT OF ARMY PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxon, Woodstock): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, with a view to 
an arrangement by which Army pen- 
sioners might receive their pension money 
at short intervals and recognising the diffi- 
culties attending frequent attestations, 
he would consider the provision of an 
attested quarterly form with weekly 
dated coupons attached, each coupon to 
be payable on or after the date named 
thereon on being presented attached to 


the main form at any money order post 
office ? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Jouy Bropnrics, 
Surrey, Guildford): Arrangements are 
being made to pay pensions weekly 
to all pensioners serving the Crown 
at weekly wages. The demand for 
a more frequent payment of pen- 
sions generally comes mainly from 
Boards of Guardians who see only a small 
and perhaps not the most deserving sec- 
tion of pensioners. On the other hand 
it is well known that the great majority 
of pensioners prefer the present system, 
and it seems a doubtful policy to deprive 
them of the advantage of it because a 
small minority make a bad use of their 
resources. The suggestion made by my 
honourable Friend will be considered, but 
the trouble to pensioners of going to 
receive the money 52 times in the year 
instead of four, would, I fear, lead to 
discounting the “coupons” at very low 
rates. 
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517 Religious Classification 
INCREASED PRICE OF BREAD STUFFS. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture if his atten- 
tion has been called to the great rise 
which has taken place in the price of 
wheat in consequence of the declaration 
of war by America against Spain and the 
small supply in the United Kingdom, 
arising from the decline in the home 
growing of wheat ; and what course Her 
Majesty’s Government proposes to adopt 
to guard against the excessive augmenta- 
tion of this price in the event of Her 
Majesty becoming involved in a war 
with a Naval Power aiming at cutting 
off the foreign bread stuffs from the 
United Kingdom? 


Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I 
beg to ask whether, in view of the facts 
stated in the Question, and of the resolu- 
tion on the subject, accepted last Session 
by Her Majesty’s Government, and passed 
by the House, and in view also of the 
great public interest taken in this Ques- 
tion, the Government will consider the 
advisability of appointing a committee of 
experts to inquire into the whole question 
cf our national food supplies in time of 
war ! 


Lorpv STANLEY (Lancashire, S.E., 
Westhoughton): My right honourable 
Friend, the President of the Board of 
Agriculture has requested me to answer 
this Question. He is, of course, aware of 
the recent rise in the price of wheat, but 
it can scarcely be doubted that it is due 
to causes of a much more complex char- 
acter than is suggested by my honourable 
Friend. With regard to his second 
inquiry, my right honourable Friend 
says: I am afraid that it is not possible 
for me, within the limits of a reply to a 
Question, to add anything to the full 
statement on the subject which was made 
by my right honourable Friend, the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in the course of 
the debate which arose a year ago. In 
answer to the supplementary Question by 
the honourable Member for St. Helens, 
I will ask him to defer it till Monday, as 
I am afraid I know nothing about the 
matter. 
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Str HOWARD VINCENT: I shall take 


the earliest opportunity for calling re 
newed attention to this subject. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: I beg to give 
notice that I will repeat the Question on 
Monday. 


TRAFFICKING IN TRADE MARKS. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, S.E., Prest- 
wich): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention has 
been directed to the observations of Mr. 
Justice Romer, in the case “Jn re the 
Registered Trade Marks No. 27,850 and 
No. 72,790 of John Batt and Company,” 
reported in the Zimes of 23rd April, 
from which it appears that a system of 
trafficking in trade marks is carried on by 
persons who register trade marks for the 
purpose of obtaining money from subse- 
quent persons who may wish to use 
similar marks for bond fide purposes ; 
and whether he will consider the advis- 
ability of strengthening the law, with a 
view to preventing such an abuse of 
the provisions with respect to the regis- 
tration of trade marks? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tur BOARD OF 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rrrcnr, Croydon) : 
My attention has been called to the case 
referred to and to the observations of the 
learned judge. I am certainly of opinion 
that trafficking in trade marks, which 
are not bond fide marks, is open to objec- 
tion, but I am advised that adequate 
remedy is probably afforded by the 90th 
Section of the Patents, Designs, and 
Trade Marks Act, 1883, which enables 
any person aggrieved to apply for the 
removal of any entry from the register. 


* 


RELIGIOUS CLASSIFICATION IN 
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 
Viscount CRANBORNE (Rochester) : 
On belialf of my noble Friend the Mem- 
ber for Greenwich, I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for the Home Department 
whether he has received a resolution 
passed by the Loudon Diocesan Confer- 
ence in regard to truant, industrial, and 
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refurmatory schools; whether, in such 
schools, children are simply classified in 
respect of their religion as Protestant 
and Roman Catholic; and, if so, whether 
he will take steps to secure that children 
beitonging to the Church of England shall 
be distinguished from Nonconformists 
and from Jews; whether he will further 
take — .o'secure that children beioz;:- 
ine to the Church of England in such 
schools are brought to attend the services 
of that Church, and of no other denomi- 
nation, and are instructed, if 
under the supervision of a clergyman, in 
the faith of that Church as expounded 
in the Catechism; and whether will 
cause magistrates to be reminded of the 
obligation laid on them by 29th and 30th 
Vic., cap. 118, to ascertain the religious 
belief of children before sending them to 
an industrial scheol, and to specify it in 
the order of detention ? 


nossible, 


1 
He 


Tur SECRETARY or 
HOME DEPARTMENT: 


STATE 


Yes, T pee 


received the resolution of the conference. 
The general rule as to classification is 
that children are distinguished, accord- 
ing to the particular denomination to 
which Jcigge parents are reputed to be- 
long, as Church of England, Presby- 


terian, pacer Catholic, etc. The rules 
require that children shall attend, as far 
as practicable, services and instruction 
conducied by ministers of the denomina- 
tions to which they are stated to belone: 
and it is the Home Office practice to pre- 
vent, so far possible, the compulsory 
attendance of children of one denomina- 
tion at the services of another. It is 
not usual, however, nor I think expedient, 
to prescribe the doctrines or formularies 
to be taught by the Church of England 
clergyman who has access to the child- 
ren. Ihave every reason to believe that 
magistrates are mindful of their obliga- 
tions under the Act. I may add that a 
circular was issued to them some years 
ago requesting them to use terms more 
specific than “ Protestant” in describing 
the denomination of a child in the order 
of detention. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: Will my 
right honourable Friend take care that 


such a thing as this shall not happen— 
that a child will be sent to the Church 
of England in the morning, and to a 
Dissenting chapel in the afternoon, and 


Viscount Cranborne. 
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that that procedure shall be reversed the 
next Sunday? 


Tir SECRETARY or STATE ror tug 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The object of 
the rule is to prevent the compulsory 
attendance of children belonging to one 
denomination at the services of another 
denomination. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: But will my 


right honourable Friend see that the rule 
is enforced? 


i 


Tue SECRET 
HOME 
formation that it 


ARY or STATE 
DEPARTMENT: I 


is not « 


POR THE 
lave no in- 
‘carried out. 


STORNOWAY MAIL STEAMER. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


isk 


‘senting 


bee to : the Secretary to the Treasury, 
r General, 
ard to the fact that the Storno- 
amer is 36 years old, and 


for her work, as shown by the 


as repr the Postmaster 


having reg 
eine 


mail ste 


quite unfit 


fact that during the months of Novem- 
ber, December, January, February, and 
March, she was on 74 ‘acento late on 


her arrival at Stornoway, the delay on 
25 of these oceasions exceeding half an 
hour, while, on making the return jour- 
she was, during the 

ame period, 63 times late in her arrival 
at Kvleakin, the delay exceeding half an 
hour 38 occasions, will he endeavour 
to obtain the services of a more punctual 
vance of Her 
Kyleakin and 


ney from Stornow: RY, 


on 


steamer for the convey 
Maje mails between 
Stornoway ? 


stv's 


THe FINANCIAL 
tHe TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston): The honourable Member is 
probably right in saying that the boat 
which is usually employed on the service 
is 36 years old, but she has been fitted 


SECRETARY To 


with new engines during the last few 
vears, and there is no reason to believe 
that she is unfit for her work. Some 


unpunetuality is unavoidable durinz the 
winter months in so stormy a passage as 
that a the Minch, but the unpunc- 
tuality sometimes due to the late 
arrival of the train. In these cireum- 
stances it is not proposed to piace a 
more powerful steamer upon the route. 


Cross 


is 
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CONFISCATIONS OF TRAWLING GEAR. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, in view of the fact that in the 
year 1897 there were three cases in which 
the gear of persons convicted of illegal 
trawling were confiscated, will he state 
the names of the trawlers, and also the 
names of the master and owner in each 
case ! 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granau 
Mcrray, Buteshire): I am informed by 
the Fishery Board that the names of the 
trawlers in question were the Commo- 
dore, G.N. 31, the St. Gothard, GN. 46, 
and the St. Andrew, A. 670, and the re- 
spective masters were Fredk, Powderall, 
William Jarvis, and Thomas Mack, and 
that the respective 
Commodore, John 


owners were :—— 

Macphersou; St. 
Gothard, Muirhead’s Trawlers, Ltd. : S*#. 
Andrew, Thos. Walker, managing owner, 
and 27 others. 


WAIMA AFFAIR. 

Sir JOHN BAKER (Portsmouth): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are taking into consideration the 
case of the families of British officers 
slain by the French at Waima, on British 
territory, in December, 1893; and, 
having regard to the period of time that 
has elapsed since the occurrence of the 
incident in question, whether a reasonable 
advance on the amount of the compensa- 
tion recoverable from the French might 
be made in such cases as may be in 
urgent need? : 


Tua SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuamperuary, 
Birmingham, W.): Tne case is under con- 
sideration, but there are also other 
British claims and some counter-claims 
waich have been put forward by the 
French Government. Her Majesty’s 
Government hope that all these claims 
may ultimately be made the subject of 
friendly settlement or reference, but as 
this will necessarily take time I am 
inquiring into the circumstances of the 
families of the deceased officers with a 
view of seeing whether such temporary 
wrangement as is suggested in the Ques- 
tion may not be made. 
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DOUBLE INCREMENT FOR TELE- 
GRAPHISTS. 


CoLonEL DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he can state how many 
telegraph clerks have received the 
double increments for technical tele- 
eraphy and postal qualifications ; 
whether, seeing that female telegraphists 
in the large offices cannot qualify for the 
postal increment, he is aware that the 
COnCCE ssions are of no value to tele- 
graphists in the small country offices, the 
postal increment not being extended to 
them, and no facilities existing for tae 
to acquire technical certificates; and 
whether, seeing that the Controller of 
the Central Telegraph Office and the 
chief electrician to the Post Office stated 
in their evidence to the Tweedmouth 
Committee that men of five years’ service 
were underpaid, that their wages were 
scarcely sufficient to keep the men, and 
that the commercial value of their ser- 
vices was much higher than the wages 
received, the Postmaster General is pre- 
pared to consider the question, with a 
view to giving effect to the recommenda- 
tion of these expert witnesses! 


Mr. HANBURY: The number of tele 
graphists who have received a double 
increment for technical qualifications is 
286, and the number who have received 
a double increment for dual (postal and 
telegraph) qualifications is 15. It was 
never intended that the double incre 
ment for dual qualifications should apply 
to women in any office, because they 
nowhere do the work of sorters only ; nor 
to men sorting clerks and telegraphists 
in the smaller offices, where they are 
trained, as a matter of course, in both 
telegraph and postal work. All tele- 
graphists, whether in large or small 
offices, are eligible to obtain a double 
increment for technical qualifications on 
production of the prescribed certificates. 
The Tweedmouth Committee had the 
evidence of the Controller of the Central 
Telegraph Office and the chief electrician 
to the Post Office before them when they 
framed the recommendations which were 
embodied in their Report ; but they were 
two out of several witnesses, and their 
evidence went to show that the pay 
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during the whole period of service was 
adequate, and even liberal. I 
remind the honourable Member, how- 
ever, that the Postmaster General and 
I have specially dealt with the case of 
these junior telegraphists, and have made 
it possible for them to obtain a triple 
increment at 21 years of age, instead of 
waiting until they are 24. 


ARMY PENSIONERS AND THE POST 
OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
view of the fact that Army pensioners 
receive their pensions quarterly, he will 
consider the advisability of printing on 
the pension warrants some of the many 
advantages of investment in the Post 
Office Savings Bank, so that they may 
have an opportunity of making provision 
for the ensuing three months? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The _ honourable 
Member's suggestion will be considered. 


SCOTCH LAW OFFICERS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, having regard to 
the fact that a sum of £14,429 is set 
down in 
salaries in the Lord Advocates Depart- 


{ COMMONS} 


may | 


the Estimates for 1897-8 for | 
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OMAGH POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS, 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 


|L beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
|General, whether he is aware that the 
| postal arrangements in Omagh cause 
|general dissatisfaction; whether he is 
laware that de lays occur in delivery alto- 
gether unnecessary, as in th 


> Gass 


of a 
letter having the Belfast official stamp 


| 

| 

| 

'* March 26th, 7.30 p.m.,” being delivered 
‘in Omagh 28th March, 1.45 pm.; 
| whether the application of the Town 
| Commissioners to have the mail delivery 
| extended to the enlarged boundary limits 
|has been granted; whether he is aware 
that much inconvenience is caused to the 
| public for want of a sufficient number of 
| counter clerks, especially on market 
| days ; whether a site for a new post office 
|has been decided on; and will, in the 
|near future, steps be taken to improve 
| matters generally in connection with this 
| office, and to expedite the delivery of the 
in Omagh? 


| mails 

| Mr. HANBURY: If particulars can be 
loiven of such delays inquiry shall be 
jmade into them. The application from 
‘the Town Council for an extended town 
| delivery is under consideration. Inquiry 
|shall also be made as to whether the 
|counter staff is insufficient. No decision 
has yet been arrived at upon a site for 
ithe new post office. The Postmaster 
General is waiting an offer of a portion 
of the infirmary property which is about 
|to be made by the governors. 


ment, and that the salaries to the Lord | 


Advocate and Solicitor General 
£5,000 and £2,000 per annum respec- 
tively—are to cover all business of what- 


ever sort done by them in virtue of their | 
office, will he explain why a sum of | 


£77 3s. 6d. was paid to the Lord Advo- 
cate last year for services in connection 
with the Gray Peerage case! 

Mr. 


HANBURY: Attention has been 


called by the Comptroller and Auditer | 


General on the Appropriation Account of 
the Vote to the item which includes this 
payment. It will, therefore, come in 


due course under the notice of the Public | 


Accounts Committee, and I do not pre 
pose to anticipate their consideration of 
the matter. 


Mr. Hanbury. 


namely, | 


|NORTH ATLANTIC WINTER LOAD-LINE. 
GenxeraL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I bee to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Departmental Committee on the North 
'Atlantic winter load-line has yet been 
|appointed ; and, if so, when it will meet 
land who will form the Committee; 
whether, if not yet appointed, the com 
| position of the Committee has yet been 
decided on; and what are the proposed 
| terms of the reference to the Committee! 
Tues PRESIDENT or rue BOARD oF 
|'TRADE: No definite conclusion has yet 
been arrived at in this matter. It 8 
still under my careful consideration. 





Glycerinated 
DISTRESS IN KERRY. 


Mr. T. J. FARRELL (Kerry, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that a public meeting in connection with 
distress in Ireland was held in the 
Mansion House, Dublin, on the 2nd 
instant, presided over by the Lord 
Mayor, when a letter was received and 
read from the Rev. J. Casey, P.P., 
Valentia, county Kerry, stating that 50 
families, consisting of some 300 persons, 
are in immediate want of relief in his 
parish ; and whether any steps will be 
taken by the Government to meet the 
distress prevailing in this district? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
seen a newspaper report containing state- 
ments to the effect mentioned in the first 
paragraph. The matter was at once 
brought under the notice of the Local 
Government Board’s inspector, who 
visited Valentia Island and ascertained 
from the relieving officer that every 
destitute person in the district who 
required assistance is being afforded 
relief. The inspector will call on the 
Rev. Mr. Casey with a view to obtaining 
the names of the persons alleged to be 
in need of relief. I may add that the 
gvardians of this union have, so far, 
refused the offer made by the Govern- 
ment of financial aid towards the 
establishment of relief works for the 
necessitous poor, and that it is still open 
to the guardians to accept this offer. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware of the fact 
that the rates in this union are 19s. in 
the pound, and that arrears of £700 had 
accumulated at the time this appeal was 
made to the Local Government Board? 


[No Reply.] 


GLYCERINATED CALF LYMPH. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : I 
to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board (1) whether his 
attention has been called to the Report 
on sanitary measures in India for 1894-5, 
as to the use of lymph preserved with 
glycerine, in which it is stated that in 
the Madras Presidency preserved lymph 


beg 
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is largely used, no fewer than 642,296 
persons were vaccinated with lymph 
preserved with glycerine ; that it is there- 
fore no matter of surprise that of these 
only 89.2 per cent. proved successful 
cases of vaccination ; and that the use cf 
vaccine lymph mixed with glycerine is 
evidently not only an expensive proce- 
dure but disappointing in its results ; (2) 
whether after a fair trial glycerinated 
lymph has been entirely discontinued in 
the Calcutta and Darjeeling depéts, the 
principal reason assigned by the Sanitary 
Commissioner of Bengal being that 
glycerine is a nutritive medium for the 
growth of putrefactive and other germs ; 
(3) whether Sir George Buchanan also 
held a similar view regarding lymph 
preserved in glycerine; and (4) whether 
anything has been done to carry out the 
suggestion of the Royal Commission that 
there should be further investigation of 
this matter; if so, with what results? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
LIN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): In reply to 
the last paragraph of the Question, I 
stated in detail in the House nearly two 
months ago the steps which had been 
taken to carry out the recommen- 
dations of the Royal Commission 
with regard to the further inves- 
tigation of this matter, and also the 
results. Those results were eminently 
satisfactory, and there is really nothing 
I think which I could add to what I said 
then. A Report on the preparation and 
storage of glycerinated calf lymph with a 
full account of that investigation has also 
been laid upon the able. With regard 
to the memorandum referred to in the 
first paragraph of the Question (relating 
to India in 1894-95) it does not appear 
how far the statements are based on 
reports, which are described as being in 
many cases absolutely untrustworthy, or 
under what conditions of laboratory 
precautions or otherwise the vaccine 
lymph at that date was mixed with 
glycerine. I do not understand whether 
the 89.2 per cent. successes referred to 
were insertion successes, but, even if they 
were, they are in striking contrast with 
the successes reaching 97, 98, and 99 
per cent. recorded in the Report I have 
already referred to, when the material 
was prepared under conditions of labora- 
tory precautions such as are now being 
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adopted. I am not aware that the use 
of glycerinated calf lymph has been dis- 
continued on the ground stated in the 
districts in India which are mentioned, 
and I am advised that it is not the fact 
that Sir George Buchanan held the views 
suggested in the Question. 


EXPENSES OF SHERIFF SUBSTITUT43 
OF SCOTLAND. 

Dr. CLARK: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (1) whether the 
sheriff substitutes of Scotland are com- 
pelled to pay out of their small salaries, 
some of them only receiving £500 a year, 
the travelling expenses incurred in hold- 
ing Courts at considerable distance from 
their residences for civil and criminal 
work and also for Registration Courts 
and Board of Trade inquiries, and other 
duties of a judicial and _ executive 
character ; (2) whether any other class 
of judges or civil servants in the United 
Kingdom are in this position; (3) 
whether he is aware that the Commis- 
sioners on Courts of Law reported in 
1870 that the minimum salary of sheriff 
substitutes should be £700 per annum ; 
(4) whether at the present time there are 
19 of these officials, more than a third 
of the whole body, whose salaries are less 
than the sum recommended by the Com- 
missioners ; (5) and whether the Secre- 
tary for Scotland has called his atten- 
tion to the necessity of increasing the 
salaries of these underpaid judges! 


Mr. HANBURY: It is the fact that 
sheriff substitutes in Scotland are com- 
pelled to pay out of their salaries the 
travelling expenses which they incur in 
the discharge of their duties, and the 
salaries have been fixed with regard to 
that fact. I am not aware of any other 
class of judges who receive a similarly 
inclusive salary, for there are cases in 
the Civil Service where an officer’s remu- 
neration is fixed with the view of cover- 
ing his travelling expenses. The answer 
to the third paragraph i is in the affirma- 
tive. At the date of the last Finance 
Accounts there were 50 salaries of 
sheriff substitutes charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund, and 18 of these were 
below £700 a year. I have received no 
representation on the subject from the 
Secretary for Scotland. 


President of Local Government Board. 


{COMMONS} 
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PAY OF TEIGNMOUTH POSTMEN, 


Mr. SEALE HAYNE (Devon, Ashbur. 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, why the town postmen of Teign. 
mouth receive a lower scale of pay than 
those of Torquay ; whether there is any 
essential difference in the cost of living 
and house rent for the industrial classes 
at these much-frequented watering- 
places; and whether he will take into 
his favourable consideration the Report 
of Lord Tweedmouth’s Committee, which 
says that the question of wages of those 
officers who are employed at. seaside 
resorts should be specially considered! 


Mr. HANBURY: Torquay being a 
much larger town than Teignmouth has 
a very much larger correspondence, and 
the abnormally hilly nature of the area 
of delivery makes the postmen’s duties 
more onerous. A higher scale for the 
postmen at Torquay is amply justified 
by these considerations alone, but it is 
also the fact that the cost of living there 
is higher than at any town on the coast 
of South Devon. The question whether 
any increase of wages can be granted for 
the postmen at Teignmouth is, however, 
already under consideration. The Tweed- 
mouth Committee did not report that 


the wages of postmen employed at 
seaside resorts should be specially 
considered. 


BOOTS FOR BRITISH SOLDIERS ON 
THE NILE. 

Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : 
On behalf of my honourable and gallant 
Friend the Member for York, I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he has now received the 
Report as to the condition of the boots ot 
the English regiments serving on the 
Nile; whether he has received any 
answer from the Sirdar relative to the 
boots used by the Egyptians ; and, if s0, 
of what nature; whether he proposes to 
make any change in the boots of the 
English regiments in the next campaign ; 
and when will he be able to place speci- 
mens of the British and Egyptian Army 
boot in the Smoking Room for Members 
to examine? 
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Tus FINANCIAL SECRETARY To Tue 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe Wiis, 
Birmingham, 38.): The Sirdar tele-|t 


graphs— t 


“J think it too late to get boots from India, 
and the British troops are now well supplied ; 
heel and toe plates are being put on. I will 
keep a reserve of Egyptian Army boots handy, 
so as to supply any requirements later on. I 
will let you know (the) numbers I have avail- 
able when I get the information.” 
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Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: I should 


very strongly object, in the interests of 


he honourable Member’s constituency, 
o use the term “objectionable” as 


applied to these boots. 


Mr. WEIR: Will these boots be placed 


in the Smoking Room, in order that 
Members may have an opportunity of 
inspecting them, and ascertaining why 
iron tips and heel-plates should have to 


The General Officer Commanding be put on? 
reports— 
Mr. MacNE : Ce ve try them 
“IT would beg that all boots supplied are “ MacNEILL: Can we try t 
fitted with toe and heel plates fastened with | °? 
a. Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: These 


This will be attended to. I have speci- 
mens of the English and Egyptian boots 
in the House, and I will gladly remove 
them from my room to the Smoking 
Room. 


Mr. T. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): Were these boots made in Eng- 
land or 





Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): In Germany? 


Mr. BAYLEY: No; or in India? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: Which 
boots does the honourable Member 
mean?! 

Mr. BAYLEY: I want to know 


whether these boots that were supplied 
to the British troops were made in Eng- 
land or in India. 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: The boots 
supplied to the British troops in Egypt 
were made in England, in Northampton- 
shire. The boots supplied to the Egyp- 
tian Army were Indian boots made in 
Cawnpore. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Do I gather that these objectionable 
boots were made in Northampton? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: Yes; 
some very peculiar results come from 
Northampton. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Were these 
boots among the peculiar results? That 
1s what I want to know. 





boots will be placed in the Smoking Room 
as soon as I am able to leave the House. 


INSURANCE UNDER THE WORKMEN’S 


COMPENSATION ACT. 


Mr. BAINBRIDGE (Lincolnshire, 


Gainsborough): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether the attention of the Government 
has been directed to the rate asked by 
the insurance companies for insurance 
under 
Act; is he aware that the rates required 
by insurance companies (the lowest pre- 
mium quoted for engineering factories 
being 26s. per cent.) are very greatly in 


the Workmen’s Compensation 


excess of the figures estimated by the 


Government during the time the Bill was 


under discussion by the House; and 
whether, seeing that the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies has by letter ex- 
pressed the opinion to members of the 
engineering trade that for an ordinary 
engineering business 5s. per cent. would 
be an average rate, Government will con- 
sider the desirability of taking steps to 
enable engineering firms to insure under 
the Act upon terms which will make the 
burden imposed no greater than what 
was intended when the Act was passed ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Tae 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have no in- 
formation as to the rates required by 
the insurance companies for this indus- 
try. The industry is, of course, a 
dangerous one, but neither I nor my 
right honourable Friend the Secretary of 
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State for the Colonies gave any estimate 
as to the liability that could be imposed 
upon it by the Act. The Government 


are not prepared to take any such steps 
as the honourable Member suggests. 


ADDINGHAM SCHOOL SCHEME, 
Mr. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): I beg to ask the honourable Mem- 
ber for Thirsk, as representing the 
Charity Commissioners, if he will endea- 
vour to hasten the adoption of a new 
scheme for the school st Addingham, 
which has been nearly four years in hand, 
by insisting on the rector returning the 
draft scheme which he has had in his 

possession since 11th December, 1897! 


THe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. J. Grant Lawson, 
York, N.R., Thirsk and Malton): The 
Commissioners will take steps for the 
early establishment of the scheme. 


WARRANT OFFICERS’ PROMOTION. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the commanding officer under 
whom a warrant officer is serving can 
recommend him for a commission «as 
quartermaster ; and, if so recommended 
to the Commander-in-Chief, would his 
name be noted; and why quartermaster- 
ships or an equivalent position, say assis- 
tant paymasters, are not given in the 
Army Pay Corps? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Any commanding 
officer under whom a warrant officer 1s 
serving can recommend him for a com- 
mission. Whether the warrant officer’s 
name would be noted would depend on 
the merits of the case. The question of 
giving an improved status to some of the 
warrant officers of the Army Pay Corps 
is under the Secretary of State’s 
consideration. 


Secretary of State for Home Department 


{COMMONS} 





Commission. 


NAVAL BAs&S IN AUSTRALIAN 
WATERS. 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): [| 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he has received proposals 
from the Government of Western Aus- 
tralia for the establishment of a second 
naval base in Australian waters at 
Albany, King George’s Sound; and 
whether these proposals, although accom. 
panied by generous concessions, were 
refused; and, if so, would he state on 
what grounds? 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe aDMI- 
RALTY (Mr. J. Austen CHampeEruary, 
Worcestershire, E.): The proposal in 
question has been referred to the Admi- 
ralty. The Government of Western Aus- 
tralia offered “to assist the Imperial 
authorities by granting lends for naval 
purposes and providing a residence fcr 
the Admiral”; but, in view of the want 
of depth and space in the harbour, and 
of the fact that at present no second 
naval station in those waters is con- 
sidered necessary, the Admiralty were 
unable to entertain the proposal. 
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CANADA AND THE ROYAL MINT. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, in view 
of the present and potential capabilities 
of the Dominion of Canada as a gold 
producer, any steps are in contemplation 
for the establishment of a local branch of 
the Royal Mint? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): No application for the establish- 
ment of a Canadian branch mint has 
been officially made to Her Majesty's 
Government. 


PACIFIC CABLE COMMISSION. 
Mr. HOGAN: TI beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he has received the Report of the Pacific 
Cable Commission; and, if so, when he 
proposes laying it upon the Table of the 
House? 
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Tuz SECRETARY or STATE ror 
ques COLONIES: The Report has been 
received, and has been under considera- 
tion, but I am not able at present to 
say anything with regard to its publi- 
cation. 


ST. CLEARS MARKET PLACE. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
Local Government Board have informed 
the Carmarthen Rural District Council 
that they have no power to borrow any 
money to make the improvement to the 
Market Place at St. Clears required by 
the order of the Board of Agriculture ; 
and whether he will therefore consider 
the question of suspending the order? 


Lorp STANLEY: On behalf of my 
right honourable Friend I have to say 
that the reply to the first inquiry is in 
the affirmative. My right honourable 
Friend has personally discussed this 
matter with the Chairman of the St. 
Clears Market Committee, and he has 
every reason to hope that such arrange- 
ments will now be made as to render the 
closing of the market unnecessary. 


DEATH DUTIES, 

CoLoneL PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer with reference to the case 
of the Attorney General v. Beach, which 
raises a point of great importance in 
regard to the Death Duties, and which 
has recently been decided against the 
Crown by the Court of Appeal, whether 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
will accept the decision of the Court 
of Appeal, or whether they propose to 
carry the case to the House of Lords? 


Tre CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: The Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue have given notice of appeal. 
Perhaps I may take this opportunity of 
stating that, in view of the decision re- 
ferred to in the Question, I do not expect 
to be able to proceed with the alteration 
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in the payment of duty in certain cases 
arising under marriage settlements 


which I mentioned in introducing the 
Budget, and the proposed reduction in 
the succession and legacy duties will have 
to be further considered. 


Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): If the House of Lords affirm the 
decision of the Court of Appeal, will the 
Inland Revenue authorities return the 
duties that have been illegally levied! 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER: I cannot say more than that 
that point will be considered. 


WAIMA. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea Dis- 
trict): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the late 
Captain Lendy, who was shot at Waima, 
reported in a dispatch, dated 34 days 
before his death, to the Sierra Leone 
Government that news had just reached 
him that the French intended to fight 
the Sofas in Kouno ; and whether Waima 
is situated in the district of Kouno? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: The answer to both 
Questions is in the affirmative. 


GRANTS TO VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I bee to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on Edu- 
cation whether, in cases in which it has 
been proposed to appropriate the grants 
under the Voluntary Schools Act to the 
payment of debts incurred before the 
passing of the Act, and which the Depart- 
ment considers to be illegal, such grants 
have been withheld; and, if not, what 
course has been adopted in regard to 
them ? 


Mr. HANBURY (for Sir J. Gorsr): In 
such cases the grant was not paid until 
the proposals of the Governing Body of 
the Association had been amended so as 
to bring them within the Act. 


Z 
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CLYDE ESTUARY MUSSEL BEDS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Declaration 


Advocate if he will state on what terms 
the mussel beds in the Clyde estuary off 
Port Glasgow have been leased to the 
Fishery Board by the Board of Trade? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The mussel 
beds in the Clyde estuary off Port Glas- 
gow were let by the Board of Trade to 
the Fishery Board for Scotland for a 
term of 31 years from Candlemas, 1897, 
for a yearly rent of £1. 


CAHIRCIVEEN DISTRESS. 


Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to the resolutions passed 
by the Cahirciveen and District Relief 
Committee on Friday, 29th April; and 
whether, as stated in the resolutions, the 
Local Government Board inspector has 
not conferred with the members of the 
committee ; and, if so, whether he will 
direct the inspector to immediately place 
himself in communication with the mem- 
bers of the relief committee? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received copies of the resolutions referred 
to, one of which is to the effect men- 
tioned. The inspector has made constant 
inspections of this district, but I am not 
aware whether he has visited the particu- 
lar gentlemen who constitute this local 
relief committee. On receipt of the reso- 
lutions, however, the inspector was in- 
structed to take an early opportunity of 
calling on the members of the committee, 
and, if any specific instances were given 
of persons being destitute, to make 
inquiry into the circumstances of the 
people, with a view to their being 
afforded relief. 


MATE OF THE IDA. 


GreneraAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs with reference to the case of John 
E. Tanner, mate of the British vessel 
Ida, of Halifax, Nova Scotia, who was 
forcibly removed from his vessel by an 
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armed boat’s crew from the Spanish war. 
ship Criolla, on 5th May, 1897, at 
Vajardo, Porto Rico, and was detained in 
prison without any trial ur examination 
until 2nd July, when he was set at 
liberty ; whether an answer has yet been 
received by mail from the Consul at 
Porto Rico; whether a claim has now 
been made on the Spanish Government; 
and whether that Government has 
granted compensation for this unlawful 
treatment ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I have to say that we heard a month 
ago, by telegraph, that the Consul’s 
report had already been despatched, but 
it has not yet been received. Pending its 
arrival no decision as to a claim can be 
made. 


AFRICAN CONFERENCE AT PARIS. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury what was the date 
of the opening of the latest African con- 
ference at Paris by Sir Edmund Monson 
and M. Hanotaux; whether it is still 
sitting ; when Her Majesty’s Government 
expect to be able to make any statement 
with regard to it; and whether it will be 
consistent with the interests of the public 
service that any discussion of the subject 
of recent territorial occupations in the 
Lack country of Lagos shall take place on 
the Colonial Office Vote? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: The first meeting of the present 
conference was held on October 28th last. 
It is still sitting. It is not as yet possible 
to say when any statement can be made. 
Inasmuch as the accidents mentioned in 
the last paragraph are among the sub- 
jects under discussion at Paris, the public 
interest would clearly not be served by 
their being debated at the present time. 


DECLARATION OF PARIS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will state the terms in which the 
President of the United States of North 
America has signified to Her Majestys 
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Government his instructions with regard 
to the four articles of the Declaration of 
Paris of 1856 in reference to the present 
war with Spain; and whether he will 
lay upon the Table the Papers embody- 
ing any declarations or announcements 
made either by the United States or by 
Spain as regards these four articles which 
have been communicated to Her Majesty's 
Government in contemplation or in conse- 
quence of the outbreak of the war? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: With one slight exception I 
believe that all the information at our 
disposal has been communicated to the 
public in the Gazette of last Tuesday. I 
will read to my honourable Friend the 
official notification by the American 
Government :— 


“London, April 23. 


“My Lord,—I have the honour to acquaint 
your Lordship that I have been informed of 
the intention of the Government of the United 
States, in the event of hostilities between that 
Government and Spain, not to resort to priva- 
teering, but to adhere to the following recog- 
nised rules of International Law :— 


“First, the neutral flag covers enemy's 
goods, with the exception of contraband of 
war ; 


“Second, neutral goods, with the exception 
of contraband of war, are not liable to capture 
under the enemy’s flag; and 


“Third, blockades, in order to be binding, 
must be effective. 
“T have, etc., 
“Joun Hay. 


“The Most Honourable the Marquis of 
Salisbury, ete.” 


The exception to which I referred is an 
explanatory statement by the Spanish 
Government that the organisation of 
auxiliary cruisers of the navy will be 
ry on the Prussian decree of July 24th, 
1870. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Am [I right in 
understanding that the Declaration of the 
United States is a declaration of inten- 
tion and not an undertaking? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: I have read out the exact words. 
The word is “ intention.” 


{6 May 1898} 
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TELEPHONE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MacNEILL: I beg to ask the 
Patronage Secretary of the Treasury, or 
in his absence the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether it is intended to persist 
in the nomination of Sir James Fergusson 
as a Member of the Select Committee on 
Telephones, he being a director of the 
National Telephone Company and as such 
an interested party, and when the 
Motion will be taken. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I think the proper 
mode of raising that question is to take 
objection to the name when it is called 
out, but the honourable Member will be 
perfectly in order in asking when the 
motion will be taken. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): Perhaps, as this is a personal 
matter, the House will allow me to say 
a word or two. My name was proposed 
in consequence of a request made to me 
by the Government—by more than one 
Member of Her Majesty’s Government. I 
hesitated very much, and did not accept 
for some days. On second consideration 
I think that it will not be desirable 
that I should serve, and I should have 
been in my place when this question was 
put had it not been for the fact that I 
was looking for the Minister in order to 
ask him te excuse me irom serving. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


—_— 


SUPPLY [9TH Attotrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and Mzans, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS 
Estimates, 1898-9. 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £29,250, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to.defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
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on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Department of 
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, including a Grant in Aid of certain 
Expenses connected with Emigration.” 


*Mr. JOHN E. ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rusheliffe): I rise to call attention 
to the state of affairs in the territories 
controlled by the British South Africa 
Company, and to the suggestions and 
proposals of the Colcnial Secretary for 
the better government of those terri- 
tories. As a Member of the British 
South Africa Committee of last year, out 
of whose Report this matter, in a certain 
sense arises, I desire to take my full 
share of responsibility for all the action 
and every step which was taken in order 
to come to a decision and report in 
regard to the armed incursion upon the 
Transvaal territory. I adopt almost en- 
tirely the words which fell from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on the 26th July, 
1897, as to this, and particularly those 
from my right honourable Friend the 


Leader of the Opposition, on the 
subject— 


“In my opinion,” said the right honourable 
Gentleman, “it was of infinite consequence 
both abroad, at the Cape, and in this country, 
that the Committee should come to definite 
conclusions on the subject of the raid, and 
should come to them this Session. That was 
of consummate importance; that was in the 
mind of the Committee, and nothing else.” 


I lay emphatic stress on the last two 
words. The second observation I wish 
to make, as regards the Report is, that 
I concur absolutely in the sixth paragraph 
of the Summary, which runs in these 
terms— 


“Neither the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, nor any of the officials of the Colonial 
Office, received any information which made 
them, or should have made them, or any of 
them, aware of the plot during its develop- 
ment.” 


Turning to the second part of the refer- 
ence to the Committee, which I have 
always esteemed to be the most important 
—namely, the future government of the 


territories, we have in our’ hands 
a most valuable Report from the officer 
whom the Secretary for the Colonies sent 
out to South Africa, as his eyes and ears, 
so to speak. I think too much praise 


{ COMMONS} 
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can scarcely be given to Sir Richard Mar- 
tin for the way in which he performed, 
under very great difficulties, the duties 
assigned to him. He received his instruc- 
tions, and went out in April, 1896, and 
made a Report in January, 1897, and I 
desire to thank the right honourable 
Gentleman frankly for having sent such 
a man out to South Africa. I believe 
that it is at all times absolutely essential 
on the part of the Colonial Office to have 
a person on whom they can thoroughly 
rely, who is entirely dissociated from 
local controversies taking place, and who 
yet knows well what is happening around 
him. Had the course of sending out 
such a man been taken in 1894, after the 
first so-called Matabele war, we should 
have been saved much serious difficulty. 
What does Sir Richard Martin say in his 
Report? He comes to several most defi- 
nite conclusions. He says— 


“In my opinion, the causes of the rising 
are the following—(1) the fact that the Mata 
bele had never been thoroughly subdued, 
(2) the labour regulations; (3) the cattle 
regulations; and (4) rinderpest and _ the 
slaughter of cattle.” 


I wish to emphasise the first. It is un- 
doubtedly a fact that the Matabele have 
never been thoroughly subdued, and in- 
deed they must be looked upon, at the 
present time, as a high-spirited and, in 
many districts, unconquered nation, need- 
ing, in consequence, particular care in 
their treatment. As to the cattle regu 
tions, Sir Richard Martin says— 


“My opinion is that the fatal mistake mad: 
by the company in claiming all cattle as the 
property of the King, immediately after the 
war, and the uncertainty that must have 
existed in the Native mind regarding the 
proprietorship of the cattle previous to the 
distribution, together with the irritation caused 
by the frequent drafts made by the Native 
police, and finally the unsatisfactory division, 
could not fail to produce widespread discon- 
tent and distrust.” , 


No one who has looked into this 
matter can fail to know how vital a part 
this cattle question forms. Nothing 
evinces the want of real investigation of it 
on the part of Lord Grey, as Administra- 
tor of the British South Africa Com- 
pany, more than the erroneous terms 12 
which he speaks of it. But the most 
serious part of Sir Richard Martin’s 
Report is that in which he deals withthe 
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says— 


“The 


Supply. 
Sir Richard Martin 


question. 


principal conclusions I have arrived 
at from the various reports are—(1) That com- 
pulsory labour did exist in Matabeleland, if 
rot in Mashonaland ; (2) that labour was pro- 
cured by the various native Commissioners for 
the various requirements of the Government, 
mining companies, and private persons; (3) 
that the native Commissioners, in the first in- 
stance, endeavoured to obtain labour through 
the indunas, but, failing in this, they pro- 
cured it by force.” 


There can be no doubt about this, 
because eight of the 15 native Commis- 
sioners at once admitted the fact. This 
was done with the sanction and by the 
agents of a company acting under a 
Royal Charter. They have reported to 
the oificer sent out by the Colonial Office 
that under our flag compulsory forced 
labour existed to ensure profit to private 
traders. I have recently been in Egypt, 
and as an Engiishman I am proud of the 
fact that we have practically abolished 
the corvée, but surely we are not going 
to take credit for that and yet introduce 
a worse system of forced labour in these 
territories in South Africa because it was 


set on foot not for public works but 


private gain. Sir R. Martin’s Report 
stands unquestioned and unquestion- 
able. Of course, Sir R. Martin’s 
Report does not cover the whole tield of 
administration. There is also great rea- 
son to complain of the commercial action 
of the company. Some persons who have 
gone out to Rhodesia adventurers 
complain that they have been treated 
with a want of justice as regards 
their enterprises. Article 20 of the 
Charter of the company has, Sir R. 
Martin reports, in one case, been dis- 
tinctly violated. I am not going to dwell 
upon the darker side of the question— 
the offences of the police; the hangings, 
without careful trial, in Bulawayo; the 
terrible offences against women and 
girls, most of all of which have gone on 
under the eyes of the company’s adminis- 
tration. A certain ‘Loot Company,” 
which was formed under the auspices of 
officials of the company, have boasted 
that their dividend per head was £42, as 
against the £2 per head of a similar 
association in the Transvaal. In the 
National Review of March, 1897, a Mr. 
Fairbridge, who now is, on the nomina- 
tion of the British South Africa Com- 
pany, Mayor of Salisbury, wrote an 


as 
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article on the administration of the coun- 
try, of which he was one of the earliest 
residents. I saw him, and found he had 
no sympathy with British notions of how 
native people should be treated, so that 
his views are not tainted, as some people 
might think, by mere “ philanthropy.’ 
His summary in that article as 
regards maladministration is (1) the 
want of qualified and disinterested 
heads of departments; (2) the want 
of sufficient and_ efficient  distriot 
police; (3) the attempt to admini- 
ster too large a territory with too 
little working capital and administrative 
caution. I saw the writer of that article, 
and, having conversed with him, I am 
convinced of the truth of his statements. 
There is overwhelming testimony that the 
word administration cannot in any real 
sense be applied to the state of 
things in Rhodesia up to a short time 
ago. I feel the responsibility of making 
these statements, but I make them after 
seeing many persons who have opportu- 
nities of judging matters for themselves, 
and also after taking every kind of step 
open to me to arrive at the truth of the 
matter. There is, after all, considerable 
misconception as to the real magnitude 
of the problem. The “booming” of 
everything connected with the affairs of 
the British South Africa Company during 
the last few years has raised in the public 
mind ideas which have no foundation in 
fact. The physical area of that country has 
been made to do duty for the real fea- 
tures in which prosperity and wealth con- 
sist. The public has got an idea that it 
is a very large enterprise. It is nothing 
of the kind. I am not going to prophesy 
whether there is gold; but everybody 
knows that the whole things rests upon 
gold. The present Prime Minister of Cape 
Colony has truly said that “unless gold 
in paying quantities is speedily found 
a most grave financial position will 
occur.” Unless there is gold the country 
will not be peopled and will not be de- 
veloped. Then as to agriculture. The 
statements that are made by the South 
African Company are extraordinary ; 
there is one in the 1896 report 
that 1,070 farms have been taken 
up, each of 6,000 acres in area, that is to 
say, that six million acres of land have 
been “pegged out,” but the words follow 
that of these only 150 have been occu- 
pied, and of these only 900 acres are 
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under cultivation. Why, there are 
among the constituents of many of us 
here men who are individually farming a 
larger area than is being farmed in the 
whole of Rhodesia. Coming to the popu- 
lation, I am amazed to find what are the 
facts. There never have been ten thou- 
sand white people in Rhodesia. So 
far as I can make out from the Com- 
pany’s Report the number was 5,708 at 
the last census. In the last Report it is 
stated that— 

“in the war there were 390 killed, apart from 
the military, and 150 wounded, a total of 540, 
or 10 per cent. of the population.” 


When we come to Salisbury, one of 


the capitals, with a mayor and 
town council, the last Report says 
there were 780 whites, and even in 


Bulawayo the figure was not 1,500, so 
that the whole thing shrinks into a very 
small affair. Apart from the Native 
problem, the Colonial Secretary might 
conduct the whole administration with 
two or three Colonial Office clerks and a 
handful of the Royal Irish Constabulary. 
But I am willing to discuss the matter 
on the supposition of a settled country 
and a large population. The object of 
the proposals of the Secretary of State 
is, no doubt, that every subject of the 
Queen, of whatever race and colour, shall 
have justice and good government. The 
principle underlying it, I suppose, is that 
the British public shall take no respon- 
sibility for the finances of the Company— 
that, in fact, commerce and politics shall 
be absolutely divided. The proposals 
fall under two heads: (1) the Board ; (2) 
South Africa. What was the undertak- 
ing given by the petitioners for a Charter 
when the Company was formed? Lord 
Knutsford, who at that time had to deal 
with the matter, required a certain under- 
taking, and I will read what was stated 
at the time by those who petitioned for 
the Charter, Mr. Rhodes and Mr. Beit— 


“ By this amalgamation of all interests under 
one common control, this Association as a 
Chartered Company, with a representative 
board of directors of the highest standing in 
London, with a local Board in South Africa of 
the most influential character, having the sup- 
port of Her Majesty’s Government, and of 
public opinion at home, and the confidence 
and sympathy of the inhabitants of South 
Africa, will be able peacefully, and with the 
consent of the native races, to open up, develop 
and colonise the territories to the north of 
British Bechuanaland, with the best results, 


Mr. J. E. Ellis. 
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both for British trade and commerce, and for 
the interests of the native races.” 


These are high-sounding assurances, [| 
will not dwell upon the collapse as regards 
the directors in London. The Board 
may be of the highest possible standing, 
but it practically consisted of one man. | 
need only give the words of the Duke 
of Abercorn, the President of the Board, 
who told the Committee last year— 

“Mr. Rhodes had received a power of 
attorney, giving him the fullest power to do 
precisely what he likes, without consultation 
with the Board, and the whole of the adminis- 
tration, and everything connected with the 
administration of Rhodesia, was carried on by 
Mr. Rhodes, he simply notifying to the Board 
what was done.” 


The “local Board” in South Africa was 
certainly of the most “influential char- 
acter,” but consisted of one man. 
The salient fact we have now to deal 
with is the return of Mr. Rhodes to the 
Board on the election of the shareholders. 
I notice that Mr. Rhodes, in his speech 
to the shareholders, says— 


“Her Majesty’s Government has stated that 

as we have become a commercial company it 
has no objection to the course you have 
adopted.” (That of his election.) 
I wish to ask the Colonial Secretary in 
what way Her Majesty’s Government 
have stated that to the British South 
Africa Company. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For tue 
COLONIES (Mr. J.  Cwamper.an, 
Birmingham, W.): No correspondence 
has passed on the subject. The question 
was put to me in the House, and I stated 
that the only communication of any 
kind that I had had was one from Lord 
Grey, to which I have given a reply ; but 
I did not know whether that was sent on 
account of the company or personally on 
his own behalf. 


*Mr. J. E. ELLIS: Then I may take it 
that it was something in the nature of an 
obiter dictum. But it is a very impor- 
tant question as to whether Mr. Rhodes 
was returned as a director on the demand 
by the Government that the Company 
should be reduced to a commercial 
concern. I need not remind the Com- 
mittee that the condemnation passed 
unanimously by the Committee of this 
House upon the proceedings of Mr. 
Rhodes in connection with the company 
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was of a most unmitigated character. On 
this subject the Colonial Secretary said—- 


“The Committee have, in the strongest 
language, condemned the raid, and condemned 
Mr. Rhodes. Now I do not want to qualify 
that as far as I am concerned. But as to one 
thing I am perfectly convinced—that while 
the fault of Mr. Rhodes is about as great as a 
politician or statesman can commit, there has 
been nothing to prove, and in my opinion 
there exists nothing, which affects Mr. Rhodes’ 
personal position as a man of honour.” 


Now, Mr. Lowther, I listened to those 
words with amazement. Mr. Rhodes 
came over to this country on the 
6th of February, 1896, immediately 
after the raid, attended a_ Board 
meeting of the company, and ordered 
a most remarkable letter to be 
drafted to the Colonial Office, not giving 
one hint of his own share in the trans- 
action. He saw the Colonial Secretary 
on the 7th February, and permitted him 
to make a remarkable statement in the 
House on the 13th February, exculpating 
him (Mr. Rhodes) in specific terms. 
Then he allowed Dr. Jameson and his 
fellow-officers to be placed on their trial, 
to lose their commissions in the Army, 
and to have their interests blasted. 1 
think this was conduct that touches a 
man’s personal honour. Unless the right 
honourable Gentleman used those words 
unadvisedly, I do not understand and 
cannot understand the appreciation of 
personal honour conveyed in them. I 
should not have mentioned this matter, 
if Mr. Rhodes was now back in Rhodesia 
tilling his land, but he is back on the 
Board of the Chartered Company, and 
will undoubtedly take a leading part in 
the administration of that great territory. 
I have never read a meaner thing done 
by any public man than to see men put 
upon their trial, go into gaol, and lose 
their commission. There are peopie 
who say that Mr. Rhodes did not 
authorise the raid. What nonsense! 
The Lord Chief Justice said at the trial 
at Bar of Dr. Jameson and the others— 


“Tt is not necessary to constitute the 
offence that it shall proceed, or that it shall 
have proceeded, the cardinal point is the inten- 
tion, and the offence is complete, if the pre- 
paration or assisting in the preparation, or 
aiding or abetting in the preparation with that 
intention, is established.” 


I need not dwell on the proposals of the 
Secretary of State as to the Board in 


{6 May 1898} 
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this country. They consist mainly in 
arrangements as to obtaining infor- 
mation from the Board, but the salient 
fact is as I have said—that Mr. Rhodes 
is back, and is the Board. I now pass to 
the Secretary of State’s proposals as 
to the machinery of government in 
Rhodesia. By paragraph 19, there are 
to be four elected councillors on the 
council. When we know, however, that 
the whole state of things is vitiated and 
poisoned from top to bottom by the com- 
mercial partnership of the company with 
the Gold Mines Adventurers, I attach little 
value to the addition of these four elected 
members. They will be practically so 
many more nominees of the company. 
There are other paragraphs dealing with 
legislation by the council on which I will 
not dwell. Paragraph 26 raises what is, 
after all, the most important matter— 
namely, the settlement of the natives. 
I regret that the right honourable 
Gentleman has been unable to lay before 
the House the regulations for the settle 
ment of the natives, because that is the 
crux of the matter. How are we going 
to deal with the enormous population of 
native blood? Africa is in this respect 
entirely different from what has hap- 
pened in America or Australia. There, as 
the saying is, the first thing to do is to 


clear the country of wild animals, 
and the first animal to be cleared 
out is the native man. That can- 
not be done in South Africa; 


therefore, some amicable arrangement 
will have to be made with these natives, 
and I earnestly hope that the regula- 
tions of the right honourable Gentleman 
in that respect will be so drastic and 
effective as to secure for the natives 
something better than they have enjoyed 
in the past, or serious trouble must and 
will arise. The right honourable Gentle- 
man has made some alteration in regard 
to the appointment of native commis- 
sioners, by placing them on the same 
footing as that of magistrates. I think 
he ought to go farther, and take the 
whole paraphernalia of justice entirely 
out of the hands of the company. It is 
too high and important a matter to be 
carried out by any but men absolutely 
free from any connection with a commer- 
cial company. I hope he will make some 
drastic alteration in that respect. I come 
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finally to the Resident Commissioner. I 
think his powers are insufficient. Too 
much importance cannot be attached to 
the position and status of the Resident 
Commissioner, for upon the man and the 
proper discharge of his functions a great 
part of the success of the new scheme will 
depend. I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman has in his mind who is to be 
selected for that high office, because the 
success of these new proceedings depends, 
after all, on the man. My general ver- 
dict as to what I may venture to call, 
without any disrespect, the paper consti- 
tution of the right honourable Gentle- 
man, is, that it is good, so far as it goes, 
but that it does not go nearly far enough. 
The whole thing turns, not upon these 


paper regulations, but upon the per 
sonality of those who are to be 
appointed. That was my reason for 


obtaining the Return of the Staff for 
which I obtained the Order of the House. 
I am very glad to see that some of the 
most undesirable persons have dis- 
appeared from the Staff, persons against 
whom I had some very black marks, but 
there are still some undesirable persons 
on the list. I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will keep his ears and eyes 
open with regard to the staff of the com- 
pany, and take such steps as are within 
his power to see that it is of high charac 
ter, and beyond reproach. The Mr. 
Fairbridge whom I quoted before said— 

“The distrust was quite as much in the 


Chartered Company’s personnel as in the form 
of government.” 


The situation is rendered somewhat more 
difficult by what took place at the annual 
meeting of shareholders at the Cannon 
Street Hotel. So far as the speech of 
Mr. Rhodes to the shareholders dealt with 
commerce, I, speaking as a business man, 
regard it as most unsound. An 
English chairman of a great railway 
company, who talked in the same way 
would soon be put out of office. So far 
as the speech was addressed to politics, 
as a good deal of it was, it was a most 
dangerous speech. I entirely agree with 
those manly words of the Duke of Fife, 
when he resigned, for reasons best known 
to himself, his position on the Board. 


He said— 


_ “No doubt our Colonial Empire owed much 
in the past to chartered companies, but speak- 


Mr. J. E. Ellis. 
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ing from his actual experience, he was con- 
vinced that in these days such companies were 
an anomaly.” 


There are, in conclusion, three points [ 
desire to impress upon the right honour- 
able Gentleman. In the first place, the 
whole sphere of administration of justice 
ought to be taken out of the hands of 
the company. In the next place, the 
power of the Resident Commissioner 
ought to be enlarged ; and, above all, the 
personnel of the staff ought to be 
watched and carefully weeded in respect 
of anything that bears any taint. I 
have spoken frankly, and I have spoken 
strongly this afternoon. But I am clear 
I speak the sentiments of multitudes out- 
side this House. I am sure that, laying 
aside in this great matter all that is 
petty, personal, or fleeting, a great 
majority in all parts of the Committee 
desire that such steps should be taken as 
will ensure that the future government 
of these territories shall be securely 
based upon the principles of morality and 
justice. 


Sr ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): I do not intend to say more 
than I am absolutely obliged with regard 
to what took place last year. I wish 
rather to regard the present conditions of 
things in Rhodesia as disclosed in the 
report of Sir Richard Martin, by the 
correspondence which has been placed 
befors the House, and by the proceed- 
ings of the Chartered Company as 
shown in their report. I cannot help 
thinking that the state of affairs is very 
grave. In the first place, we have the 
report of Sir Richard Martin, to which 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
Rushcliffe has referred. Sir Richard 
Martin’s report, I imagine, is going to 
be accepted as a true report. It is the 
report of an officer appointed by Her 
Majesty’s Government, and we have not 
had any information to lead us to believe 
that that report is untrustworthy in any 
particular. What it contains is suf- 
ficiently grave in regard to the gross 
mialadministration of Rhodesia, and its 
gross maltreatment of the natives, to 
call for the earnest attention of the 
House, for we cannot shuffle off our 
responsibility on to any chartered com- 
pany; it is sufficiently grave to deserve 
a little notice on every occasion that we 
have the opportunity of discussing it. 
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Sir Richard Martin’s Report establishes 
that compulsory labour unquestionably 
existed in Matabeleland; that it was 
procured by the native commis- 
sioncrs, who are the officials of the 
Chartered Company; that it was not 
procured merely for Government, but 
for the mining companies and other 
private . persons, primarily, if possible, 
through the Indunas; and that if it 
could not be procured by them, then by 
means of foree. Sir Richard Martin 
shows that the agency employed was the 
Native police, and that there was little, if 
any, restraint placed upon them as to 
the means by which they obtained the 
labour. Then he proceeds to say— 


“Tt is universally admitted that the Native 
police were guilty of many acts of cruelty and 
extortion, and I cannot but think that the 
Native commissioners must have been aware 
of the conduct of their men.” 


And he added further— 


“It is perfectly certain that the labour 
regulations and the manner in which they 
were carried out could not have the effect of 
causing discontent, and ultimately revolt.” 


I will not press the accusation against 
the administration of Rhodesia beyond 
Sir Richard Martin’s Report, though 
statements have been made—I believe 
from most influential sourees—which give 
a greater darkness to the picture drawn 
by Sir Richard Martin; but I would 
refer to the attempts that have been 
made to discredit and belittle that Re- 
port. Lord Grey has passed a criticism 
upon the Report which appears in the 
Blue Book, and if Lord Grey, who is 
aman of honour, had stated that he had 
made the very best inquiries he could, 
and that he disbelieved the statements 
in Sir Richard Martin’s Report, I should 
have accepted the noble Lord’s testimony, 
at all events of the result of his re- 
searches. But Lord Grey says nothing 
of the kind; on the contrary, he does 
not displace the statements of Sir 
Richard Martin at all, but, in fact, him- 
self confirms those statements. It is true 
that Lord Grey argues about the meaning 
of Sir Richard Martin’s Report, which 
seems to me sufficiently clear, and he 
tries to find fault with this or that pas- 
sage, and complains of the spirit which 
snimates the Report—a complaint with 
which, having read the Report impar- 
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tially, I cannot at all sympathise. But 
the noble Lord never really denies the 
statements of this Report at all; and, 
indeed, one of the speeches which Lord 
Grey himself made, coupled with the 
explanation of that speech, which appears 
in his Report, is to my mind more 
damaging, because it shows more mean- 
ness and baseness in the administration, 
or in part, at all events, of the adminis- 
tration of this territory, than is contained 
in Sir Richard Martin’s Report itself. 
Lord Grey states that he made a speech 
the effect of which was that some—I am 
glad to think not many—of the whites 
who employed these wretched natives 
were mean enough, after getting their 
work, to evade by one excuse or another 
paying them their paltry wages. That 
such a thing should be possible and 
should not be followed by the strongest 
reprobation, and I may say the strongest 
punishment, on the part of any English 
gentlemen who were responsible for the 
management of affairs in the country, is, 
to my mind, a very strong testimony 
of the lawlessness which it seems prevails 
in that territory. On page 42 of the 
Report, Lord Grey says there were no 
“Labour Regulations” that he had beea 
able to discover, either in the offices of 
Bulawayo or Salisbury, and he quotes a 
Native commissioner, who states that 
natives were punished for deserting their 
masters before they had completed the 
term of service for which they had con- 
tracted. I should like to know what 
kind of punishment was inflicted on the 
natives. But the whole business of em- 
ploying natives, of forcing them into con- 
tract, and of punishing them, was grossly 
illegal, and a complete violation of the 
laws to which they were subjected. There 
is a clause in the Matabeleland Order in 
Council which states that the company 
shall not impose upon natives any con- 
dition, disability, or restriction which 
do not equally apply to persons of Euro- 
pean descent. If natives have been 
treated in the manner described, and 
made to enter into contracts for work, 
and punished for breaking it, that was a 
violation of the law, and no honourab!e 
Member, knowing the law, will contra- 
dict that statement. All this must have 
been known to the company, and it is 
a very significant fact that the Mashonas 
—the tribe on whose behalf Mr. Rhodes 
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and his company justified the Matabele 
war on the ground that it was to relieve 
them from oppression—were themselves, 
two or three years ago, found rising in 
rebellion; and, indeed, were the fore- 
most in rebellion against the Chartered 
Company. Whatever may have been the 
changes of opinion—and I am afraid that 
the opinions that have been held of late 
have not been in accordance always with 
the best traditions of this country 
in regard to slavery—whatever may 
be the present feeling in regard to 
slavery, I am certain that brutality, 
forced labour, and _ ill-usage, such 
as I have described, cannot commend 
themselves to any section of the House 
of Commons, or to those who sent 
honourable Members to the House. I 
am not one of those who push these 
doctrines to the extreme. It may be 
necessary to insist upon industry and 
upon industrial habits being acquired 
by natives, like the Matabele, after they 
have been subdued, but it ought to be 
done under a strict law and the most 
careful supervision, and it ought not to 
be done for the benefit of private 
persons. The remedy for this state of 
affairs is, first, to lay down just laws; 
and, secondly, to see that these laws 
are properly administered. As regards 
the regulations, we have not a copy of 
them; they are not before the House. 
I am not going to make a speech of 
accusation. That would be unreason- 
able: and the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary may give us 
some reason for the delay. But the 
delay has been very considerable. I find 
that on June 16th, 1897, according to 
the report of the company, the draft 
regulations were sent to the Colonial 
Secretary by the company in London. 
Ten and a half months have elapsed 
since then, and we have 
completed regulations, or, 
draft regulations. As I have already 
said, there may be some good reason 
for the delay, but it is unfortunate that 
we should be discussing a subject of such 
great importance, and that we are not 
acquainted with the regulations which 
are intended to apply in regard to the 
natives of Rhodesia. I should like to 
ask in this connection. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES: As many ques 
tions may be put, perhaps, I might 
say at once that, with regard to the 
regulations, the first draft which was 
sent to the Colonial Office was considered 
by myself and my advisers unsatis- 
factory. Accordingly it was returned 
with suggestions for amendment; Sir 
Alfred Milner, who had been sent to 
Bulawayo, asked for delay until he had 
had an opportunity on the spot of con- 
sulting with persons who might give him 
information. After his return from 
Bulawayo the Colonial Office received 
a further draft of the regulations. That 
draft, in our opinion, also required 
important amendment, and, so amended, 
it again went back to the High Com- 
missioner, who, though we are in com- 
munication with him, has not hitherto 
been able to return it to us. 


Sm ROBERT REID: I am obliged 
to the right honourable Gentleman for 
his explanation. I apprehended that there 
would have been some changes, and that 
that might have been the reason for the 
delay; but I think this Vote ought 
not to be final without the Com- 
mittee having an opportunity of 
examining the regulations and passing 
an opinion upon them. I have no doubt, 
however, that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary will 
bear in mind the necessity of insisting 
very strongly upon the proper treatment 
of these natives until the regulations 
come into force. But what is far more 
important than regulations. is adminis- 
tration; and, though there has been in 
existence in Matabeleland for five or six 
years a law for the protection of natives 
so far as forced labour is concerned, it is 
not worth the paper iit is writtenon. The 
most important proposals of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary are twofold: first, that four 
elected members are to be added to the 
Administrative Council in Rhodesia. I 
have no objection to that; but so far as 
the protection of these natives are con- 
cerned I do not think it offers any 
security or safeguard. But there is 
another security, and that is that 
a resident Commissioner is to be 
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appointed. No doubt that is a move in 
the right direction; but I wish to point 
out that the powers of the resident Com- 
missioner are so limited under the pro- 

that thev will be easily evaded by 
any person who wishes to evade them. 
In paragraph 22 of the correspondence 
the proposal in question is thus 
described— 


“It is proposed that the Imperial officer 
mentioned in paragraph 20 shall be styled 
Resident Commissioner; that he should te 
appointed and paid by the Crown; that he 
should not, except as regards the employ- 
ment of the armed forces, interfere with the 
work of administration; and should have no 
power to overrule the administration or coun- 
cil; or to deal directly with the subordinate 
officers of the company; but that he should 
have a seat on the Council, with a right to 
speak but not to vote, and full power to 
call for information or reports on any subject 
through the Administration. On the infor- 
mation furnished by him the High Commis- 
sioner would act in confirming, reserving, or 
disallowing ordinances, and in giving or with- 
holding his approval of appointments and 
removals from office.” 


The resident Commissioner is not to 
be allowed to interfere with the 
work of administration; therefore, 
whatever scandal may be transacted 
before him, he has no right to interpose : 
all he can do is to report to the Cape, and 
thence to London, and the mischief 
will be well over before any interference 
can be effected. The Resident Commis- 
sioner has no power to overrule the 
administrators, and may not deal directly 
with the subordinate officers, and the 
consequence is he cannot call for reports 
supposing natives are being ill-used in 
one quarter, and he cannot make 
inquiries or demand information from the 
large native population or from the 
smaller white population, from whom, as 
Sir Richard Martin has said in his Report, 
it is extremely difficult to elicit informa- 
tion. Even Sir Richard, armed with the 
authority of Government, experienced 
this difficulty. In these circumstances 
these are wholly inadequate powers, and 
I must strongly urge upon the Committee 
that it is taking'away half his utility from 
the resident Commissioner if you do nnt 
give him power to interpose on the spot 
when he sees something wrong being 
done, to demand information from whom- 
soever he pleases, and to insist upon 
having it, upon penalty of the person 
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who refused being deprived of his office. 
That would not be taking up the duties 
of the administrator, but merely acting 
the part of a tribune, a person with 
whom anybody could communicate with 
the certainty that justice would be done 
and cruelty righteously repressed. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary for the Colonies in one paragraph 
of his statement intimates that he wishes 
to avoid giving rise to any erroneous 
idea as to the financial responsibility of 
the Government in regard to the 
Chartered Company. That is, indeed, a 
most desirable thing to do, and I shall 
respectfully invite the right honourable 
Gentleman to go a little further in that 
direction. But I do not see how placing 
a person in the position I suggest with 
power to interfere should in any way give 
rise to the idea that the Government 
had accepted financial responsibility for 
the company. Another matter to which 
{ wish to direct attention is the relations 
which will be created under these new 
proposals between Rhodesia and _ the 
| countries on its borders, notably between 
| Rhodesia and the Transvaal. It is one of 
|the objects of the change of constitution 
to prevent the possibility of a similar 
incident as the Jameson Raid taking 
place again. I think that is. in point 
of fact satisfactorily effected under the 
proposals of the Colonial Secretary, 
because the whole of the military and 
police forces of the company will be 
subject to the control of an English 
Imperial officer, But I cannot refrain 
from a strong expression of the un- 
wisdom of allowing Mr. Rhodes to take 
his seat as a director of tnis Chartered 
Company again. Mr. Rhodes was the 
prime source of the disgraceful Jameson 
Raid; he, in the eye of the law, com- 
mitted a most seriouscrime. Intheeyes 
of all those men who love their country, 
and are jealous of its reputation for 
honour and fair dealing, Mr. Rhodes not 
only committed a great offence against 
the best interests of our State, but also 
» silly blunder, unworthy of a wise and 
prudent man. It was an offence, accom- 
panied by deception, not only against the 
Transvaal Government, but by deceit 
against the people of this country and 
against his official friends and his official 
superiors. Mr. Rhodes has not been prose- 
cuted or proceeded against. I do not 
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complain of that. I am not one of those 
who are lovers of political prosecutions, 
but the fact remains that the author of 
this raid is still unpunished, while half a 
dozen young men, who believed that they 
were really carrying out the secret wishes 
of the Government, have suffered impri- 
sonment, and are still deprived of their 
commissions. These young men, who risked 
their lives, were manly enough at their 
trial not to urge in their defence that 
they believed they had the authority of 
the Government, because they thought 
that was injurious to the interests of 
their country, while all the time Mr. 
Rhodes, and the other heroes of the 
South African raid, filled London with 
insinuations against the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies and many other high-placed 
people. I know of few more flagrant 
instances of injustice than the compari- 
son between the treatment of the superiors 
and the treatment of their victims. The 


victims have suffered imprisonment and 
the loss of their position, however much 
that may have been deserved, whereas 
the superiors have received praise in this 


House and outside of it, and have been 
restored to the directorate of the 
Chartered Company, and have been com- 
plimented by the Prime Minister himself. 
When [I asked the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, a few weeks ago, a question with 
reference to the restoration of Mr. Rhodes 
to the position of director of the com- 
pany, he said in substance that he saw 
no reason to interfere with the right of 
the company to choose their own direc- 
tors in the same way as any ordinary 
company might do. But is this an ordi- 
nary company, and is this an ordi- 
nary case! Sir, the Chartered Company 
is not only a company for the purposes 
of gain, but it is invested with governing 
powers, and charged with the control of 
our frontiers bordering upon the South 
African Republic, the one State in all 
the world with which at the present time 
our relations are of a most difficult and 
delicate nature. But the company has 
grossly abused its powers in the past, 
chiefly, in fact entirely, through the 
agency of the gentleman who has now 
been restored to the position of director. 
And with regard to our border relations, 
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I say that there has not been in the 
history of the British Empire any 
instance more disgraceful or more pre. 
posterous than the attempt to seize by 
surprise the territory of the Boers. The 
author of that transaction is to be 
replaced in the seat of power upon the 
ground that the company, as the in- 
vestors of the money, has a right to 
choose its directors. I wonder what the 
effect of this will be in the Transvaal. 
We have, as the recently published 
correspondence shows, difficulties in the 
Transvaal, and I do not at all ques 
tion that the Government of that State 
may have shown undue sensitiveness in 
regard to some of the questions in dis- 
pute. But there is no doubt that there 
has been considerable tension in our 
relations with the Transvaal. I am not 
one of those who wish to advocate any 
vacillation in the conduct of policy, or 
any undue surrender of any rights 
belonging to this country, but I thought 
that the policy for which the whole 
House expressed its preference was that 
of reconciling the two governing races in 
South Africa, the Dutch and the British, 
by avoiding on either side anything in 
the least tending towards irritation, of 
letting bygones be bygones, and in this 
way healing the wounds of the past. 
Will this policy of restoring Mr. Rhodes 
to the directorate of the Chartered Com- 
pany be likely to tend in that direction! 
[ venture to think it will tend not only 
to produce irritation, but to retard the 
growth of that good feeling which all 
Members of this House are desirous to 
see promoted with regard to foreign coun- 
tries, as well as the Transvaal, where our 
protests of innocence are accepted too 
often, I am afraid, with laughter. What 
will be the effect of an action of this 
kind, except to confirm what I believe to 
be the unfounded suspicion, which, never- 
theless, exists very widely in regard to 
the action of this country towards the 
South African Republic? There is only 
one other matter to which I wish to 
refer. It is evident to anyone who 18 
a man of business, and takes the trouble 
to read the reports of the South African 
Company, that it is, financially, pretty 
nearly on its last legs. Its report and 
balance-sheet speak for themselves. It 
has raised £5,500,000 by the issue of 
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shares and £1,250,000 by debentures. 
It has never paid a dividend, and only 
in one year—1896, I think—did it have 
a surplus of revenue over expenditure. 
During the earlier years, up to 1896, 
the accumulation of annual deficits 
amounted to £964,000, and at March, 
1897, a further sum of £181,000 had 
been added, giving a total accumulated 
deficit of £1,145,000. That does not 
count the extra cost of putting down the 
rebellion —£2,250,000. A large number 
of other shares were issued—I think 
500,000—at a minimum of 100 per cent., 
which produced £1,000,000. It is quite 
evident, I think, that this sort of thing 
is not likely to go on very long, unless 
there is some extraordinary find of gold. 
But grave doubts have been expressed by 
experts as to whether gold in payable 
quantities can be found. What is the 
position taken up by this company in its 
report! There is a passage in the report 
which I venture to think deserves the 
attention of the Committee and of Her 
Majesty's Government. It is this— 


“Separate accounts are being kept of the 
amount received and expended by the company 
in the discharge of its duties as a government. 
‘These accounts comprise administrative revenue 
and expenditure, and the cost incurred in the 
settlement of the country. The balance of 
expenditure under these headings not met by 
revenue will constitute a public debt whenever 
the inhabitants of Rhodesia are prepared to 
take over full responsibility for its administra- 
tion. The company will thus be reimbursed 
for a considerable portion of its outlay, and be 
left in possession of its mining and com- 
mercial interests.” 


Of course, I am not suggesting that the 
Government have any responsibility for 
the statement appearing in the report of 
the company, but I do think this: it is a 
very definite statement. Mr. Rhodes has 
repeated it at a meeting of the company 
in the City of London, and he has told 
the shareholders that this money, which 
is to be taken over and constituted into 
a debt, amounts to £6,000,000 sterling. 
Lord Grey had put it at the higher 
firure of £10,000,000. “No,” says Mr. 
Rhodes, “it is not £10,000,000; it is 
£6,000,000.” See how it is stated in the 
report. It is not stated in language of 
doubt. The report states that the balance 
of expenditure not met by revenue will 
constitute a public debt whenever the 
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inhabitaats of Rhodesia are prepared to 
take over full responsibility for its ad- 
ministration. I think that is one of the 
most astounding proposals that has ever 
been advanced for the purpose of getting 
financial support for a company in the 
City of London, and of averting the well- 
grounded alarm of shareholders who have 
received no dividend. It is one of the 
most remarkable statements I have ever 
seen. ‘The company are to govern the 
country, and to civilise it, and take its 
mineral wealth ; and then, having found 
that it is £6,000,000 out of pocket, they 
propose to take over all the assets, and 
hand over all the liabilities—to whom? 
Not to the population, which is 10,000, 
and who will not take it over. Of course 
it is meant to be taken over, in one form 
or another, by John Bull, who is always 
expected to pay under these circum- 
stances. I say it is not possible for Her 
Majesty’s Government to maintain a 
reserve on this subject, because, after the 
public statement made in the definite 
language used in the report, their silence 
will be misunderstood by investors. I 
think we ought to know what are the 
views of the Colonial Secretary with 
regard to this very remarkable para- 
graph, <o which, I have no doubt, not for 
the first time, his attention has been 
drawn. There has been £5,500,000 
obtained from the public by the Chartered 
Company. I do not know, but it is 
stated on authority that 20 millions or 
more have been obtained upon mining 
prospect uses. There are outspoken 
critics of authority who believe, and say 
openly, that most of this money has been 
thrown into the sea, or, worse still, has 
gone into the pockets of unscrupulous 
speculators and promoters of bogus com- 
panies. I cannot say whether that is 
true or not, but I see attempts are being 
made in the report of the company to 
obtain capital on assurances of a kind 
which cannot be carried out without the 
assent of the Government, and I venture 
to think that it is not unreasonable, 
under the circumstances, to express a 
hope that the Government will declare 
their views upon this subject. This com- 
pany nas been going on for years. 
It has produced nothing in money to its 
shareholders, and nothing in happiness 
to the people whom it professes to 
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govern. I see no prospect of improve 
ment, but I say that a grave responsi- 
bility wili rest on the Government if they 
countenance any fresh attempt by this 
company to get money under the circum- 
stances disclosed in their balance sheet 
and report. I do not know how soon the 
crash may come, but I hope, when it does 
come, that it will be found that it was 
not encouraged either by silence or 
speech on behalf of the Government, in 
connection with a concern about which 
the less good that is said the more likely 
we are to be near the truth. The mis- 
manag:ment of the native population, 
the conduct of the company with regard 
to the Jameson raid, and tueir financial 
attitude are such that I venture to think 
that the most clear statement may 
reasonably be expected from Her 
Majesty’s Government. That is all I 
desire ro say, except that I trust that 
many Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House who, I am quite certain, have a 
good deal of sympathy with the views I 
have endeavoured to put forward, will 
press them on the attention of the 
Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover): The 
honourable and learned Gentleman con- 
cluded his speech by a vigorous attack 
on the financial position of the Chartered 
Company. I am not a financier. I am 
one of those poor creatures who live upon 
a quarterly allowance, and I have no 
investments in South Africa or elsewhere. 
It may, therefore, very well be that the 
Committee will not attach any great im- 
portance to any opinion I may utter upon 
the financial solidity of the Chartered 
Company. Under the circumstances, I 
look to the opinion of experts and to the 
opinion of the British public. The British 
public may be the gulls—I think that is 
the word—which the honourable Mem- 
ber for Northampton takes them for, but 
if they are it is not for want of due and 
sufficient warnings from him and such 
orators as the honourable and learned 
Member to whom we have just listened. 
That being so, was it not a significant fact 
that, the Chartered Company having 
offered the public 250,000 £1 shares for 
which they were to pay £2 each over 
the counter, at this moment the public 
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had paid in £1,250,000? ll these 
jeremiads had therefore fallen on deaf 
ears. The British public believe that the 
company has assets which will enable it 
to pay a dividend on the £6,000,000 men- 
tioned by Mr. Rhodes the other day. The 
discrepancy between the amounts quoted 
by Lord Grey and Mr. Rhodes arose from 
the fact that the company has also 
guaranteed the interest upon £3,150,000 
invested in railway construction. My 
concern for the British investor is not 
great. My deep concern in this 
matter is for the inhabitants of South 
Africa—Dutchmen as well as English- 
men. The financial success of this com- 
pany is the one cherished hope—hope is 
hardly the word, I would call it confi- 
dence—is the one thing which English- 
men and Dutchmen in South Africa 
count on for the future development of 
that country; and if these gloomy pro- 
phecies of the honourable and learned 
Member were true all I can say is that 
there would be a disappointment in every 
State in South Africa for which there 
will be no parallel since the days of the 
South Sea bubble. I do not for a 
moment anticipate that any such catas- 
trophe is in store for South Africa. 
Before coming to the financial aspect of 
the question the honourable and learned 
Member drew a contrast between the 
punishment meted out to Mr. Rhodes and 
the punishment meted out to the officers 
who lost their commissions. Sir, I re 
gret that such a fair-minded and kindly 
a man, as I recognise the honourable and 
learned Member to be, should have 
heightened that contrast by making a 
personal attack on Mr. Rhodes. I feel 
that Mr. Rhodes needs no defender in 
myself. My views on this subject found, 
in my judgment, adequate expression in 
the course which I took last year in 
voting in a minority of one against the | 
report of the South Africa Committee 
simply because two paragraphs in it were 
not absolutely, but might possibly be 
interpreted as insinuations against Mr. 
Rhodes’s personal honour. We know 
that at the beginning of a long chain of 
facts Miss Flora Shaw sent certain tele 
grams, referred to last year, and that 
telegrams of a similar tenour were sent 
from the other end of the chain. 
We know that Major Willoughby, in per- 
fect good faith, made the kind but rather 
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foolish assertion that the officers need 
not trouble about their commissions or 
anything else. I believe he said that 
in good faith, but neither the honourable 
and learned Member nor anyone else who 
has followed up the process which had 
gone on has any right, on the dispatch 
of these telegrams alone, to make 
such insinuations. The honourable and 
learned Member makes a definite charge 
that Mr. Rhodes made some use of these 
telegrams in London. He says that Mr. 
Rhodes and others had been making this 
or that use of these telegrams while 
officers 


Sm ROBERT REID: I think what I 
said was that Mr. Rhodes and others had 
been circulating in London news sug- 
gesting the complicity of the Colonial 
Secretary and other highly-placed 
persons, which I believe to be un- 
founded ; but may I add at once that if 
the honourable Member says that he be- 
lieves that Mr. Rhodes was not a party 
to the making of these suggestions, I 
will at once withdraw the statement, and 
will be sorry to have made it? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do say so. I 
thank the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man, and I think we may let the matter 
rest now. I will not refer to it again. 
Perhaps, as there has been so much mys- 
tery-mongering over the matter, I ought 
to say at once that, from the Blue Book, 
it appears—and we all know it—that ail 
these insinuations are absolutely baseless 
and perfectly absurd; but it may ke 
necessary to go to the length of repudiat- 





ing the foolish insinuations which 
the honourable and tearned Meni- 
ber made against Mr. Rhodes, as 
there might be men who would 


stop and listen to them when 
uttered by him. The honourable and 
learned Member began his speech by stat- 
ing that he did not intend to go back 
on the past, and he proceeded to give the 
Committee a sketch of the present posi- 
tion of Rhodesia, as depicted in Sir 
Richard Martin’s Report. I would remind 
the Committee that that Report was 
written in 1896, when, owing to the rebel- 
lion, Sir Richard Martin and everyone 
else were more or less confined to Bula- 
wayo. It was written when rebellion 
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and rinderpest had devastated the land. 
It may be that the honourable and 
learned Member, who is used to official 
proceedings in this country, cannot exer- 
cise his imagination so far as to realise 
what Rhodesia was like at such a time. 
He says that if the natives were not paid 
the wages promised to them it was the 
duty of English gentlemen on the spot, 
who must have known, to give the natives 
satisfaction. Perfectly true; but remem- 
ber the paucity of population. At the 
very time that Sir Richard Martin was 
writing his Report I rode down, with one 
companion, from Bulawayo to Tuli, a dis- 
tance of 180 miles, and during the whole 
course of that ride, after passing the last 
police station, I met only two Matabele, 
and not a single white man. You have 
no conception of the paucity of popula- 
tion in such a country ; and, therefore, no 
idea of the difficulties of a judiciary 
rigged up on the morrow of a fierce war 
to deal effectively with crime committed 
here and there in distant mining districts, 
The honourable and learned Member 
referred to the first Matabele war as 
having been cruel and brutal. Does he 
mean that practices took place which are 
not countenanced in civilised warfare? I 
do not think any such allegation should 
be made. 


Sir RGBERT REID: My statement 
was based on the report of Mr. Newton 
himself. I thought the first onslaught 
in the war was deliberately promoted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The honourable and 
learned Member, then, differs from the 
opinion given by Members of the last 
Government. I may say that Mr. Glad- 
stone and Lord Kimberley both asserted 
in public that it would be a crime against 
humanity if war had not followed the 
conduct of Lobengula’s impis towards the 
Mashonas under our protection. The 
honourable and learned Member showed 
great solicitude for the protection of the 
natives in Rhodesia. I may surprise him 
when I say that the best guarantee for 
the well-being and good treatment of the 
natives in Rhodesia is the presence and 
the power of Mr. Rhodes in that country. 
Mr. Rhodes is the one politician in South 
Africa who is permanently popular as a 
big personage with the natives. When 
I was in Rhodesia, at the end of 1896, I 
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saw the indunas of the Matabele, who 
only seven weeks before had been fight- 
ing, sitting amicably around Mr. Rhodes 
evening after evening, and I can assure 
the Committee that no man could have 
gone into their grievances with greater 
sympathy and with closer understanding 
than Mr. Rhodes did in my presence, in 
October, 1896. Sir, I have dealt ade- 
quately with the remarks of the honour- 
able and learned Member, but if the two 
speeches to which we have listened are 
added together they amount to a criti- 
cism of the policy of the Government for 
remedying these evils of the past so ridi- 
culous that I do not think any scheme 
short of withdrawing the Charter 
altogether would be approved by the two 
speakers to whom we have listened. Upon 
that I have to say this: you cannot criti- 
cise a substitution for the existing ad- 
minstration unless you clearly make up 
your minds whether you want the Char- 
ter or not. Those who do not believe 
in government by charter will not be 
satisfied with any scheme which this or 
any other Government produces; but if 
we are to have a charter, then I think 
the scheme is a very good and ingenious 
one. I may say that in Capetown I did 
not find a single politician of standing, 
even among the most determined oppo- 
nents of Mr. Rhodes, who was in favour 
of withdrawing the Charter now. Some 
said that, theoretically, they were opposed 
to chartered company government, but if 
the question of this Charter came up 
they would be opposed to its withdrawal, 
and those very politicians and opponents 
of Mr. Rhodes who, on principle, disap- 
proved of chartered companies, made suz- 
gestions of amendment which were hardly 
to be distinguished from those embodied 
in the Paper laid before the House. I! 
consider this plan a very ingenious one, 


because it is contrived to _ bridge 
over the period which must elapse 
between the status of Rhodesia as 


governed by the Chartered Company 
and the status of Rhodesia as a self- 
governing colony. As a rule, we have 
first a chartered company, then a Crown 
colony, and then a self-governing colony, 
but there are special reasons for avoiding 
if possible the stage of a Crown colony 
in South Africa, because a Crown colony 
would not fit in with the polity of South 
Africa, as a whole, and it is objected to 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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alike by Dutchmen and Englishmen in 
Cape Colony, Natal, the South African 
Republic, and the Orange Free State, 
Lord Rosmead, whose death we all 
deplore, and who was certainly a patriotic 
Englishman, was right, though his words 
were misunderstood, when he said there 
was no room in South Africa for the 
Imperial factor. He meant no more than 
that a Crown colony was distasteful to 
the polity of the South African States, 
Why! Because the great majority of 
South Africans—English and Dutch— 
look to the development—the industrial 
development—of the hinterland of South 
Africa—that is to say, Rhodesia—as their 
first hope for the future, and they feel 
certain that a Crown colony would check 
the industrial development of Rhodesia; 
and they are perfectly right. Of course 
it would. Would £6,000,000 have been 
spent in Rhodesia had it been a Crown 
colony! Would this Government have 
guaranteed the interest on £3,150,000 
expended on_ railway construction! 
Nothing of the kind would have taken 
place if there had been a Crown colony 
there in place of a chartered company. 
There is another reason. The Bechuana- 
land Railway already built in Rhodesia is 
the limit of the whole railway system 
of South Africa. It is now managed 
under agreement by the Railway Board 
of the Government of Cape Colony, and 
you cannot cut off Rhodesia from the 
rest of South Africa without dislocating 
the whole railway system of South Africa. 
What we can do to mend matters in 
Rhodesia is to see that no abuse takes 
place in its administration in future. 
That is being done. What we can do 
is to see that ‘the rights of the natives 
are respected. I think that when the 
Committee hears from the Colonial Secre- 
tary the details of the scheme they will 
see that the protection of the interests 
of the natives is safe in the hands of 
Sir Alfred Milner. We can prepare the 
country for self-government. That is 
being done. There are to be four elected 
members, and municipalities are to be 
given to Bulawayo and Salisbury. Then 
as to the rights of the Resident Com- 
missioner, the honourable and learned 
Member has found fault with this portion 
of the scheme on the ground that the 
Resident Commissioner would have no 
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authority to call for information or a 
Report on any subject through the 
Administrator. But surely any Adminis- 
trator likely to be appointed with the 
sanction of the Crown would not refuse 
to give information to which the Resident 
Commissioner was entitled. All the 
Resident Commissioner need do would be 
to write to the High Commissioner, and 
say he was impeded in the discharge of 
his duty by the Administrator of the 
Chartered Company. What the Resident 
Commissioner can do is to get full infor- 
mation on all facts, and on that informa- 
tion the High Commissioner has power 
to veto legislation and appointments to, 
and removals from, the Executive; 
and also, in exceptional cases, he has 
the power of legislating by proclamation. 
The honourable and learned Member 
seems to think that it would be better if 
the Resident Commissioner held those 
powers without having to consult the 
High Commissioner. I think that in the 
case of South Africa it is better that 
there should not be any interposition— 
any intermediate authority—between the 
High Commissioner and the Executives of 
our colonies, or the Governments in inde- 
pendent States. It is important that all 
tho States should culminate, so to speak, 
in the representative of the Crown in 
South Africa. Of course, the honourable 
and learned Member may say that there 
is the Government of Natal. Every 
South African regrets it. It was the 
isolation of Natal that prevented her 
drawing closer to Cape Colony ‘long ago, 
as, | am glad to think, she is doing now. 
Two questions are left. One is the power 
left to the board of directors in London. 
The board of directors are, it is true, 


given a veto upon any ordinary 
legislation passed by the Legislative 
Council in Rhodesia, but that veto 
is subject to revision by the 
Colonial Secretary within eight days. 


It should be noted that this revision will 
be swift, for it is also laid down that 
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upon which so many interests in South 
Africa depend. Apart from the case of 
the shareholders here—although I think 
it would be an injustice to prevent men 
who have subscribed so much money 
from choosing who is to take care of their 
finances—I think in common prudence it 
would be most unfair to saddle this House 
with the responsibility of such sums as 
have been mentioned in the course of 
this Debate. Here are six millions spent 
already, and there is more to be spent 
and more to be guaranteed. Well, Sir, 
I think the Government would be very 
unwise if they accepted the responsibility 
for directing these very great financial 
operations. Of course, some of the criticism 
which has been directed against this 
scheme does spring from the fact that 
honourable Members altogether misap- 
prehend the position which Mr. Rhodes 
holds in the affection and in the confidence 
of a great many people in South Africa. 
When the honourable and learned Member 
argued that the Government should have 
taken steps to prevent Mr. Rhodes from re- 
joining the board lest his return to the 
helm should create race jealousies in 
South Africa, I assure him that he is 
completely mistaken on the facts. Mr. 
Rhodes has bitter opponents in South 
Africa, as all prominent politicians have 
in every country in the world; but it 
is not true to say that the Dutch, as 
Dutch, are opposed to Mr. Rhodes 
throughout the South African Republic. 
Mr. HENRY LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton): What does Mr. Hofmeyr say! 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ honourable 
Member for Northampton asks what Mr. 
Well, he is the leader 
of the opposition against Mr. Rhodes, 
but Mr. Rhodes has just won an election 
Now, what do 
we say here when the other side have 
just won a big victory at the poll? Why, 
we at once point out that the nation 


Hlofmeyr says. 


as against Mr. Hofmeyr. 





every resolution of the board must be 
submitted to the Colonial Office within 
eight days. My only doubt is that I 


think, perhaps, that it would have been | 
Council there were 23 


better to have left the London board to 
take the 
matters, because they are responsible for 


initiative in purely fiscal 


the financial solvency of this company, 
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will go to ruin in the hands of those to 
whom its interests have just been con- 
fided. But the best test of all is that of 
popular suffrage. In the last Legislative 
members. Before 
the election there were 18 of them who 
belonged to the Bond, and five of them 
who did not ; after the elections only nine 
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followed the Bond, and 14 Progressives | 
were returned to support Mr. Rhodes ; and | 
to show how very little there is in this | 
supposed opposition to Mr. Rhodes | 
amongst the Dutch people, I may say | 
that out of 13 members returned to sup- | 
port Mr. Rhodes’ policy, seven of them 
are Dutchmen. In those districts which | 
are exclusively Dutch, the vote cast in 
favour of Mr. Rhodes’ candidature has 
been somewhat in excess of those cast 
for his opponents. As far as Cape Colony | 
is concerned, therefore, this bogey that | 
the return of Mr. Rhodes will foment 
race hatred may be laid to rest. I think 
the same may be said to a very consider- | 
able degree of other States. At this 
very moment arrangements are being 
made, under the superintendence of the} 
High Commissioner, to enable 50 Dutch | 
families, with their wives and daughters | 
and dependents, to emigrate out of the 
Transvaal into the Chartered Company’s 
territory, which Mr. Rhodes is to adminis- 
trate. And why! Presumably because 
they prefer to live in a country governed 
by Mr. Rhodes, rather than live in a/| 
country governed by President Kruger. | 
I do not see any other reason for this | 
change of domicile. These remarks 
may not carry conviction to the 
honourable Member for Northamp- | 
ton, but I can produce evidence of| 
this kind almost without limit. We! 
are too much alarmed at the possibilities 
of race hatred in South Africa. It might | 
surprise the honourable Member for) 
Northampton to know that at a flower| 
show recently held at Port Elizabeth 
General Joubert, who was a candidate 
the other day for the Attorney General- 
ship of the Transvaal, who was one of 
the most violent opponents of Mr. 
Rhodes, adopted quite half of Mr. 
Rhodes’ programme. Sir Pietre Faure 
made a slashing speech the other day 
in Port Elizabeth in favour of Mr. Rhodes 
and his programme, and made friendly 
references to General Joubert sitting 
beneath him. I. therefore submit, Mr. 
Lowther, if I am not trespassing too 
much upon the indulgence of the Com- 
mittee, that we ought not to hinder Mr. 


Rhodes—nay, I think we might go a} 


step further, and we might even help 

him. Some reference has been made 

to the speech made by Mr. Rhodes the 

other day to the sharcholders of the 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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Chartered Company. In that speech hg 
made a business proposition practically 
to this House and to this country. He 
asked us if we could see our way to assist 
him in the extension of the Becnuanaland 
Railway. Now, Sir, thanks to the right 
Gentleman opposite, the 
Bechuanaland Railway has already been 


helped, for it has been granted a subsidy 
| of 


£20,000 a year for 10 years. So I 
hope that I may claim them as being in 
favour of at least so much of Mr. Rhodes’ 
policy as is embodied in the construction 
of that railway into the hinterland of 
South Africa. The Chartered Company 
also gave this railway a subsidy of 
£10,000 a year, making a total of 
£30,000 a year in all. That railway 
was open for a distance of 470 miles, 
from Mafeking to Bulawayo, only in 
November last. Now, in the first four 


| months, the net earnings per month have 


9999 


wa Jhey 


been £1 


making an annual net 


learning of £155,000. Counting in the 


subsidies, that leaves a balance of profit 
on the Bechuanaland Railway already 
constructed as far as Bulawayo sufficient 
to pay interest on the sums that will 
be necessary to extend that railway to 


| Mafeking. Now, that railway has already 
| got a balance, after paying interest on its 


debentures, of £85,064, which it is esti- 


imated will pay interest on the £2,000,000 


needed for the future extension of the 
What is 
asked for from this country it would, of 
course, be premature to express an 
opinion upon just now. What is asked 
for is, that if the Chartered Company 
| guarantees the interest, will the Govern- 
|ment give a collateral guarantee, say, at 
| 24 or 3} per cent. in perpetuity for 
|30 years? Now, the suggestion is not 
lone which ought to excite the astonish- 
| ment of the honourable Member for 
Northampton, for this is only a colla- 
|teral cuaranteo of interest that is asked 
| for, and the honourable Member for 
| Northampton was one who 
| 
| 


£ +} 1 
or tnose 


|granted an annual subsidy to the parent 


| branch of this railway. 


| Mr. LABOUCHERE: That is hardly 


We 
| voted a certain amount in respect of 
Bechuanaland, and_ the 
| amount was reduced by £20,000 and 
given to the railway. 


correct. What happened was this. 


expenses in 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Does the honour- 
able Member for Northampton really 
repudiate sympathy for the policy of con- 
structing the Bechuanaland Railway? I 
always believed that. both he and his 


‘Party took the greatest pride to 


themselves on account of that rail- 
way. I have just been informed 
by the right honourable Gentleman 
that my statement, which has been 
challenged by the honourable Member 
for Northampton, does not err in point 
of accuracy. But whereas the Imperial 
Government is asked to give a collateral 
guarantee of interest, we have reason to 
believe that the Government of Cape 
Colony is ready to go farther, at any rate ; 
there is a hope, judging from what has 
passed between the Prime Minister of 
that colony, that if the Imperial Govern- 
ment sees its way to back up this project 
of extension, then Cape Colony will come 
forward and help even with more sub- 
stantial co-operation. The railway would 
be built in sections, each 200 miles long, 
and the Government will only be asked 
to assist in respect to each 200 miles 
that paid. Sir, I feel that I should not be 
entitled to go into this scheme in detail. 
My reason for referring to it is that all 
these great railway projects to develop 
our commerce abroad are generally 
ventilated for one or two years before 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer gives his 
sanction. Ifthat is so, I think it is high 
time to begin in the year 1898 in regard 
to this railway. I may say that this 
railway will not pass through African 
swamps. It will follow the great plateau 
which runs the whole way to the south 
ot Lake Tanganyika. A piece of good 
advice was once given to us in order that 
we might discount the conflict between 
ourselves and other Powers, and it was 
that we should study large maps; but in 
order that we may gauge the chance of 
profit on industrial enterprises in Africa 
it is necessary that we should study 
orographical maps, in which the altitudes 
above the sea level are marked. If 
honourable Members studied those maps 
there would be less nonsense talked in 
the future about African swamps. There 
13 a plateau there to Lake Tanganyika, 
and along that plateau the railway will 
run. I do not notice that the Leader of 
the Opposition seems to be beaming upon 
this project which I have just sketched. 


cI 
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*Sm W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): The right honourable Gentleman 
said it would take three or four years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In the case of the 
Bechuanaland extension, as in the case 
of the Uganda Railway, the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion will have some share in the honour 
attached to this method of developing 
the Empire. There must be many in 
this House who remember the scorn and 
contumely which the right honourable 
Gentleman poured upon the Uganda 
Railway project in 1890. I remember 
the sarcastic intonation of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition when he spoke of Uganda as 
“the black pearl of Africa.” 


*Srr W. HARCOURT: The phrase was 
not mine. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The phrase was, at 
any rate, quoted with a fine intonation 


Supply. 


and a sarcastic smile by the right honour- 
able Gentleman, who seems to agree with 
Cleopatra; he likes to dissolve his 
African pearls in vinegar before he 
swallows them. But in the long 
run the right honourable Gentleman 
and everyone else always has to swallow 
these African pearls, and the fewer faces 
we make about it at the start the better. 
The time has gone by for drawing these 
gloomy pictures of Africa. Really, the 
right honourable Gentleman, when he 
speaks of Africa, might be described in 
the words attributed by Swift to the 
geographers— 


“Geographers, in Afric’s maps, 

With savage pictures fill their gaps 
And, o’er inhabitable downs, 

Place elephants for want of towns.” 


But the right honourable Gentleman 
rarely drew anything so innocuous as ele- 
phants in his maps. If this railway is 
made and completed as far as Tangan- 
yika, we shall tap a great area which 
has been specially reserved for such 
efforts by the united wisdom of Europe, 
and we shall tap the area of free trade 
provided by the Brussels Act of 1885, 
and thero are great prospects of trade 
in that area. That great explorer, the 
late Mr. Joseph Thomson, who visited 
the country in the year 1891, reported 
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that it was healthier than Blantyre, and, 
so far as he could see, it will be a most 
productive country. Only recently, an 
expedition coming from the West Coast, 
and piercing the area tapped by this 
railway, made a net profit of £70,000 
out of rubber alone—a fact which I com- 
mend to the attention of the honourable 
Member for Northampton. Sir, when 
you leave Cape Town you advance at 
once on to this plateau, which may be 
followed for 1,800 miles as far as Lake 
Tanganyika; I believe it is, in fact, tho 
backbone of South and Central Africa, 
and if you construct this railway you 
will give that backbone a spinal cord, 
and then this dark African continent, 
which has lain so long inert, will at last 
begin to live and move and have its 


being. 


*Mr. J. M. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): I should like for 
moments to refer to the speeches which 
have just ‘been made. My honourable 
Friend the Member for the Rushcliffe 
Division in his remarks spoke of the 


a few 


inability of those who are concerned in 
the management and development of 
Rhodesia to understand the position 
with which they had to deal. Now, I 
venture very humbly to say that the 
same remark might very well be applied 
to the speech of my honourable Friend 
the Member for the Dumfries Burghs and 
also to my honourable Friend who sits 
below me. Mr. Lowther, I must say 
that I do not think those speeches pre 
sented in any respect a fair picture 
either of the conditions of things in 
Rhodesia or of the efforts and intentions 
of those who are concerned in its develop- 
ment. A great deal has been said, Sir, 
on the subject of Sir Richard Martin’s 
Report, and it is not necessary for me 
to deal with it. I do not intend to do 
so in any detail, but I do venture to say 
that that Report mentions everything 
that could be said adverse to the adminis- 
tration of the Chartered Company in 
the strongest light, and omitted to say 
anything which could have been produced 
in favour of the methods or the inten- 
tions of that administration. Now, Sir, 
it is true that Sir Richard Martin de- 
elared that forced labour did exist, or 


had existed, but there is not a word in| the 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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his Report which gives any evidence of 
the extent to which compulsory labour 
would have been employed; and, Sir, 
to anybody who has been there, to any- 
body who has seen the industrial con- 
dition of the country, I must say it is 
perfectly obvious that the extent to which 
compulsory labour would have been em- 
ployed. must have been very very small 
indeed. And it is no breach of confi- 
dence on my part to say that the extent 
to which this matter of forced labour 
existed had not been considered by Sir 
Richard Martin at all, because, in the 
conversation which I had the honour to 
have with him, his answer to that point 
was that he had never been directed by 
the Government to indicate or declare 
to what extent that practice had existed. 
All I say upon that point is that I am 
convinced that the importance attached 
to this question of compulsory labour has 
been enormously exaggerated and over- 
rated. I put this point to the House, 
that if it were true that the native 
population has been either systemati- 
cally or seriously ill-treated, from an 
industrial point of view, it would have 
been on the part of those who 
used such a method a most short 
sighted and a most foolish proceeding, 
for the simple reason that no natives 
who are engaged anpl retained for work. 
of any kind, if they are ill-treated or 
underfed, would stop, for they would 
simply run away. For my _ honour- 
able Friend to conjure up to our minds 
the familiar picture of these natives 
being pursued by infuriated employers 
who desire to capture and punish them is 
to anybody who knows the country and 
the circumstances absolutely absurd. 
Sir, I should only like to say this, that 
unquestionably some offences were com- 
mitted—some very gross, and, indeed, 
abominable offences—by _ individual 
members of the native police. Offences 
also have been committed by individual 
employers against the natives in that 
colony. But, Sir, when my honourable 
and learned Friend asked why these men 
are not punished for having withheld 
their wages, or for having ill-treated 
natives in their employment, allow me 
to tell him that many cases of punish- 
ment have occurred, and that I know 


| those responsible for the government of 
strictest 


country have given the 
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erders to use every means in their power 
to detect and punish any case of an 
employer who ill-treats the natives. I 
was for a time in this country, and while 
in Bulawayo there were two cases in 
which individual employers or specula 
tors were punished severely, one of them 
wag sentenced to two months’ imprison- 
ment and the other to six months’ for 
having withheld wages and _ill-used 
their natives. Now, Sir, of course, in 
the early stages of the development of a 
country like Rhodesia, it is absolutely 
inevitable that some injustices, some 
erimes, if you like, and many follies, must 
be committed by individuals. In the 
process of colonisation these things must 
wecur. I think, therefore, that it is a 
great pity, and I certainly think it very 
vunfair, that the men who are engaged in 
the colonisation and development of these 
great countries should be spoken of as 


‘though they one and all sympathised | 
with cruel methods or that they were in-| 
different to the rights of the native popu-| 


lation. That is the impression produced 
upon me by most of the honourable and 
jearned Gentlemen’s speeches, and the 
yeneral tendency of those speeches is to 
decry and belittle everything connected 
with Rhodesia. Now, Sir, in the case of 
the natives, I would just like to say one 
other word, if the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies will permit me to make a 
sugeestion to him. It is this: that very 
great care and caution should be 
exercised in Matabeleland with regard to 
the collection of the hut tax. I do think 
that in the present state of the country 
it is most important that nothing should 
be done to either irritate or produce a 
sense of injustice in the minds of the 
natives ; and, although I think it is quite 
easy to induce them to submit to taxa- 
tion and cheerfully agree to it if it be 
done in a right way, I think you can 
only do it by showing them or persuading 
them that it is merely an alteration in 
the system to which they have been 
accustomed. If their chiefs or those in 
whom they have full confidence are 
allowed as far as possible to use their 
authority or their persuasion in the col- 
lection of any form of taxation, then I 
think you will have comparatively little, 
if any, difficulty with the natives. What 
they do not understand is a sudden 
change of system and method in any such 
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matters as that of taxation. And Sir, I 
must say that I do think, on the whole, 
the policy of doing what you can to 
induce the natives to work—I do not 
mean compulsory labour, of course—and 
doing what you can to persuade these 
natives to adopt nabits of industry and 
self-interest is of the utmost possible im- 
portance, and certainly Mr. Rhodes’ 
policy, so far as I have ever understood 
it, has been to put a premium on industry 
in any shape or form, and to put taxation 
upon those who preferred to live in idle- 
ness. That is the policy of the Chartered 
Company, and that is the policy which 
Mr. Rhodes has always advocated, and I 
certainly do not think my honourable 
Friends around me ought to find fault 
with that policy any more than honour- 
able Gentlemen opposite. Mr. Lowther, 
I do not wish to detain the Committee 
at any length, but there are one or two 
points upon which I might, perhaps, be at 
liberty to say one word. It surprises me 
that so many gentlemen, so many 
friends of my own, assume such extra- 
ordinary powers of prophecy with regard 
to Rhodesia, and they are all prophecies 
of forthcoming disaster and absolute 
failure with regard to that country. Well, 
Sir, it has often been said very truly 
that it is absolutely useless to argue with 
a prophet—you can only disbelieve him 
and leave him alone; and I would cer- 


| tainly say this in answer to those dismal 


prophecies, that the men who know most 
about the country are certainly not those 
who have the least faith in it. Per- 
sonally, I have not a penny of interest 
in the financial success of that country, 
but from what I saw there and what I 
heard, on what I believe from careful 
examination to be good and reliable 
authority, I certainly returned with 
more faith in the prospects of that 
country than when I went out there. 
Although it is perfectly true that the 
immediate future of the country depends, 
as was said in one of the earlier speeches, 
upon the finding of payable gold, that 
the population may be attracted in order 
to assist in the development of the 
country. I do not go so far as to say 
that the absolute future of either 
Rhodesia or of any of these South African 
territories depends merely upon that; of 
course, it will be a slower process should 
the gold not be found. Sir, I desire to 
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say and repeat that it is only right and 
fair, when one hears statements of this 
kind made, that one should express the 
views and feelings which one has gathered 
from personal observation and personal 
knowledge in regard to men out there 
who are doing their duty, and doing it, 
as I believe, in a manner which all 
Englishmen will approve of and may weil 
admire. And, Sir, some of the state- 
ments and some of the opinions which 


are held are certainly very far from 
being accurate. 
*Sir W. HARCOURT: I thought I 


would rise early in the Debate, because 
what I think the House very much desires 
would be to hear the views of the Colonial 
Secretary upon this question. There are 
many branches of this question which 
hitherto have been quite unexplained. 

has been said about the 
condition of the Chartered 

In one sense that is not our 


Something 
financial 

Company. 
affair. It is the affair of the fortunate 
shareholders of the Chartered Company. 
The honourable Member for Dover just 
now said “Oh, the public are the best 
judges of that.” He mentioned in that 
connection speculations in former days 
in which the public had great confidence, 
but which confidence was not altogether 
well placed, but these are not the consi- 
derations with which we have to do. 
This is not a financial matter. If it were 
so it could not have, I must say, a more 
able and successful advocate than my 
honourable Friend the Member for Dover, 
not only in regard to the present finances, 
but in regard to the future enterprises of 
the Chartered Company. What we have 
to do with this company is, the capacity 
in which it administers this immense ter- 
ritory which is created by and dependent 
upon our Imperial Government, and 
for which cur credit and our name 
are responsible. It is not  indiffe- 
rent to us in this sense whether the 
company is solvent or insolvent, be- 
cause you certainly would not put the 
fortunes of ao territory, which we are 
always told has an area of 800,000 square 
miles, into the hands of what, after all, 
we are told, is a purely commercial com- 
pany, upon which the development of that 
territory depends, and therefore it is by 
no means indifferent to us to know what 
Mr. Paulton. 
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is the situation of the company which 
exercises such large responsibilities in 
the British name. I have no object or 
desire to discredit this company, but I 
have to consider what is the condition 
which it presents upon its own Reports, 
In the first place, this company has never 
paid any dividend to its shareholders, | 
although it has raised a capital in one 
way or another of six millions of money, 
That, of course, is the affair of the 
shareholders, but that does not give a 
large reserve of power to a company 
which is administering these large respon- 
sibilities. It has not, as I think my hon- 
ourable Friend mentioned, except in one 
year, covered even its working expenses, 
and I observe that in the last Report it is 
stated that it is not likely to do so next 
year, and all it ventures to say is that 
“the time is not far distant ’’—rather 
discouraging language—‘when the 
expenditure will be balanced by the 
revenue.” That is the situation of the 
company, and I observe also a remark- 
able statement of what is called “sus 
pense account’’—a suspense account in 
this company, in which the revenue is 
not strong, which amounts to £91,000, 
which has been spent out of its 
funds upon the raid, and which has 
not yet been repaid. The raid took 
place nearly two years ago, and 
this money has not apparently been 
paid into the account of the company. 
That is a remarkable circumstance affect- 
ing the revenue of the company. Now, 
the raid, of course, and the rebellion— 
which, to a great decree, according to the 
opinion of Sir Richard Martin at all 
events, arose out of the raid—has laden 
this company with an additional liability 
of two millions. I do not think that 
anybody denies that the future of the 
country depends upon the production of 
payable gold. I do not pretend to be @ 
prophet—the prophets in this case are 
the promoters of the company. You may 
believe them you may disbelieve 
them. They have undertaken to say— 
and a great number of people believe 
them—that there is a great amount of 
payable gold there, and this company, 
which is to administer this enormous 
province, is simply a land and gold specu- 
lation. They may deny it, but that is the 
character of this company, and it has beer 
said that it is to be confined, as I under- 
stand, to these commercial objects. If it 


Supply. 


or 

















= EE! 


wee SS h6U[Ulhr 








577 Supply. 


is to be confined to these commercial 
objects, then no possible objection can be 
taken. That is the affair of the pro- 
moters and their shareholders. But that 
is not the case here; the case here is of 
a mixed character. You set up this land 
and gold speculation, and entrust to its 
promoters the administration of this enor- 
mous territory, and of the population 
upon it, and it is from that point of view 
that the House of Commons has to regard 
the situation of thiscompany. We have to 
look, therefore, upon its former manage- 
ment. Of course, the raid, the rebellion, 
and the rinderpest have been responsible 
during the last year or two for the condi- 
tion in which it finds itself. Those causes, 
however, were not responsible for the 
condition in which it found itself before 
that period. My honourable Friend said 
that we had the assurances of the com- 
pany that gold exists, and my honour- 
able Friend the Member for Dover said 
the best proof of that is that the people 
best able to judge believed in it too. I 
do not know that that is the fact. If it 
had been so, I should have supposed 
that the great millionaires of the Trans- 
vaal—men who had made great fortunes 
in gold—would by this time at any cost 
have developed at least one good gold mine 
in Rhodesia. But a statement which is 
more remarkable still is this: that the 
company themselves do not hold this 
opinion, because they are going to borrow 
a large sum of money in order to 
subsidise the gold mines, because 
the public will not take them and work 
them out of their own resources. Is it 
not a remarkable fact that this governing 
company is obliged to raise a million and 
a half of money, which is to be employed 
to induce people to sink mines in Rho- 
desia? Why are not the people who have 
developed the mines in the Transvaal 
ready to come forward without subsidies 
to carry out those operations? I never 
heard of a company in the condition of 
this Chartered Company of South Africa 
in which it was necessary to have sub- 
sidies of this character, either in Cali- 
fornia, Australia, or Klondyke. In these 
places people do believe in the fertility 
of these districts, and the possibilities of 
gold, and come forward and open the 
mines themselves. But here, in the case 
of the Chartered Company in South 
Africa, nobody appears to have come for- 
ward—nobody appears to have confidence 
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to work these mines; and therefore, in 
addition to anything else, I understand 
that some million and a half of capital 
is to be raised for the purpose of induc- 
ing people to undertake mining operations 
in Rhodesia. The conclusion I draw from 
that is that the confidence is not so great 
or so universal as the honourable Mem- 
ber for Dover believes to be the case. I 
read with great attention the speech of 
Mr. Rhodes the other day in the City, 
and he expounded the gold law of Rho- 
desia. That is a very interesting sub- 
ject. We have heard a great deal of the 
discouragement to gold mining in the 
Transvaal in consequence of various bur- 
dens imposed upon the gold mining “in- 
dustry, to the great disadvantage of the 
gold speculators there. But people have 
observed that there is a certain charge 
made by the Chartered Company upon 
that industry of gold mining, which, at 
first sight, sounds rather remarkable, 
because of that transaction which goes 
by the name of “vendorscrip.” The 
company takes one half, or 50 per cent., 
of the vendorscrip, and Mr. Rhodes ex- 
plained that by so doing the company 
was making no charge whatever upon the 
gold mining industry. I should imagine 
that this charge of 50 per cent. is a very 
heavy charge; and, in addition to that, 
there are the railway charges. Talk 
about the railway charges in the Trans- 
vaal, why, the railway charges in Rho- 
desia are, so far as I have been able to 
ascertain, much higher than those of the 
Transvaal. Therefore, all these things 
have to be considered when you are talk- 
ing of the future prospects of the com- 
pany to which these great powers and 
great responsibilities are given. Then 
the great question, and the important 
question, is, what conditions are you 
going to impose upon this company, to 
whom you give these enormous powers? 
Iz it had been a great and flourishing 
company—if it had been a company 
which had established confidence by its 
former transactions, and through its ad- 
ministrations, then it would not have 
been so necessary, perhaps, to strictly 
scrutinise the safeguards and the restric- 
tions which are to be placed upon it. But 
that is not the case with this company. 
The financial history of this company has 
not been brilliant, and its connection with 
the raid, through its leading officers, has 
not been creditable. The whole of its 
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past administration has certainly not 
gained through the examination of Sir 
Richard Martin, who was very properly 
sent out by the Colonial Secretary to look 
into its proceedings. Therefore you can- 
not say that this is an authority to which 
you are entitled to give unlimited confi- 
dence. The proposals from the Colonial 
Secretary, which we have before us, are 
really founded upon that distrust ; other- 
wise, 1f that is not so, why should it be 
necessary to review so narrowly its con- 
duct? If the former administration of 
the company has been deserving of confi- 
dence, why is it necessary now to recon- 
stitute it? Therefore, I say that we have 
an admission that there have been 
great defects, and I observe that the 
Colonial Secretary in his Paper admitted 
that the restrictions in the original 
Charter are paper restrictions, and they 
have, in fact, proved abortive. They 
have proved abortive for this reason: 
“that great latitude was given by the 
board to their officers in South Africa.” 
But what security have you got that 
quite as great latitude will be given by 
the new board to their officers in South 
Africa in the future? We all know that 
the officer in South Africa is master of 
the situation, and therefore the extent 
of the latitude to be given by the board 
to their officer is not a protection, and 
will not be a protection any more than it 
was a protection in the provisions of the 
original Charter. There is no use dis- 
guising the matter. Everybody knows 
that in his present position Mr, Rhodes 
is master of the board. The board were 
his creatures, and, for all I know, they 
remain so, and are likely to remain so 
Thev are the same board; there is no 
change in the situation at all. The only 
thing that has happened is that the Duke 


of Fife has retired, and has very frankly 
He said 
he had been deceived, and he adverted to 
what had taken place. 
the world is there to suppose that the in- 
dividual who was master of the board is 


given his reasons for retiring. 


What: reason in 


not master of the board now, and that 
thinvs will be administered in the future 
in regard to the board any differently to 
what they were in the past? I do not 
think, speaking personally, that the 
retirement of the Duke of Fife at all 
improved the condition of the board. 
Sir W. Harcourt. 
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Then it is said that there is to be a 
change in the council in South Africa, 
With regard to that, I can only say that 
if there is to be anything like a popular 
representation of the community, the 
Chartered Company have taken very 
great care to observe that the land and 
gold speculators shall always have a 
majority over the representatives of the 
community which is supposed to be repre- 
sented. I do not think it is a question 
that is worth while discussing, as to 
how this majority or minority will act, 
because, of course, the council in Africa, 
like the board in England, will be entirely 
at the disposal of Mr. Rhodes. Nobody 
can doubt that for a moment, and the 
question is not worth discussing. I was 
going to ask the Colonial Secretary—and 
I think it is important to know—who is 
going to be the Administrator. Every- 
bedy knows who will be the Administra- 
tor in fact, whoever he is in name. The 
Administrator of the Chartered Company 
will be Mr. Rhodes. Very well, then, 
all the proposals and safeguards in the 
way of controlling the board which 
is to have authority over the ad- 
ministration of this council, which is 
in some way or other to represent 
the community, and which is_ to 
act as some check on the adminis 
tration, are all paper devices which will 
have no operation at all. It will be the 
administration, both on board at 
home and on the council in South Africa, 
of a single person—Mr Rhodes. Then 
there is the remarkable check of the 
new Resident Commissioner. The Resi- 
dent Commissioner is to be a gentleman 
who is to sit on this board and control 
the Administrator, not by any authority, 


the 


but he is to have a seat on the council 
with a right to speak, but not to vote; a 
full power to call for any information or 
report on any subject connected with the 
administration. I do not very much 
envy the position of the Resident Com- 
missioner. What sort of authority or 
influence is this gentleman, who is to 
speak and not to vote, likely to havel 
We have a great many gentlemen in 
this House who both speak and vote, but 
supposing we had a certain number of 
Members entitled to speak and not to 
vote, I do not think that the House would 
derive very much advantage from that 
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situation, or from those individuals at 
all. Are you going to establish any- 
thing like control through the Resident 
Commissioner who is to sit there, and 
who is expected to control the actions of 
Mr. Rhodes in South Africa. How, I 
would ask, is he to obtain any infor- 
mation which the Administrator does not 
think fit to give him? There is elaborate 
machinery also in these orders for the 
Colonial Secretary to obtain information 
about everything that the board at home 
does or administers. What would have 
been the good of seeking that information 
two years ago, when the raid took place ! 
The board knew nothing about it. You 
would have had the whole thing done 
without any information available from 
the board, you would have had no infor- 
mation given in South Africa, and you 
would have had no more means of deal- 
ing with the raid if you had had this 
machinery, which it is now proposed to 
set up, than if you had not had it at 
all. The whole of the transaction, the 
management of the money, the manage- 
ment of the men, was done in a manner 
over which I do not believe this machinery 
would have given you the smallest 
control. Then the honourable Gentleman 
called attention to the question of the 
natives, which, after all, is very important. 
The honourable Member for Dover said 
that nobody is so popular with the 
natives as Mr. Rhodes. I do _ not 
know whether the natives have heard 
any of the speeches made by Mr. 
Rhodes on the subject of native labour, 
because, if they have, they must 
be aware of the fact that Mr. Rhodes 
complained bitterly of all the people in 
this country who ever said a word in 
favour of the protection of labour. He has 
complained in the loudest manner in 
speech after speech dealing with that 
subject, and his great complaint has been 
the injury which has been done to the 
commercial interests of the Chartered 
Company by interference with native 
labour. It is said that regulations will 
be issued. I think, Sir, it is much to be 
tegretted that we have not these regula- 
tions before us, and I regret it all the 
more because all I have said is confirmed 
by this fact—that the Chartered Com- 
pany have sent two editions of their 
native labour regulations to England, 
which have been disapproved of by the 
Colonial Secretary. These regulations of 
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the Chartered Company are the work of 
Mr. Rhodes; I do not attack anyone 
else connected with the Chartered Com- 
pany, and I do not wish to speak dis- 
respectfully of them. But I say that we 
have had two proposals with reference to 
the regulations of native labour, which 
have been rejected 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
COLONIES: I hardly think that rejected 
is the word. They have not been re- 
jected, but amendments have been sug- 
gested. 


*Sir W. HARCOURT: I hope that in a 
matter of such importance the right 
honourable Gentleman will agree to the 
petition of my honourable and learned 
Friend, that, before we finally dispose of 
this Vote, the House will see the regula- 
tion with reference to native labour. 
Now, I must again refer to what has 
been mentioned, because it is a matter 
of great importance, of which we ought 
to the liabilities of this company, and 
tion made by Mr. Rhodes the other day 
in the City of London with reference 
to the liabilities of this Company, and 
as to what is to be the position of any 
self-governing colony, if such should 
ever arise in this case, with reference to 
that debt. Certainly, as far as I can 
understand it, I can see no other explana- 
tion than this, that—whether it be a self- 
governing colony by the future commu- 
nity of Rhodesia, or whether it may be, 
as is much more likely, Her Majesty’s 
Government, in case the South African 
Company is reduced to a condition of 
impecuniosity—what would be held out 
to us would be that we should pay 
£6,000,000 — a__ national debt of 
£6,000,000—for the goodwill of Rho- 
desia. That would be a strong order in 
itself in the case of an insolvent affair, 
but when we have taken over the good- 
will of the business we are not to have 
the business. However, whether it is the 
independent community of Rhodesia, or 
whether it is the Imperial Government, 
when such a misfortune happens as that 
the Chartered Company collapses, either 
the community, or the Government, are 
to take upon them a debt of £6,000,000 
incurred by the company, and the com- 
pany are to keep their half-share of 
the vendors’ scrip. Was ever such a 
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proposal heard of! If it is a self 
governing community which is to do 
that, we have nothing to say about 
it, but I enter my caveat beforehand 
against the Imperial Government giving 
its assent to such a proposal, imposing 
as it would such terms upon the british 
taxpayer. This proposal having been 
put forward in the City of London I 
take the earliest opportunity of denounc- 
ing it altogether from its commencement 
as a preposterous and impudent demand. 
There is a still more important matter 
upon which I should like to have a very 
definite answer from the Colonial Secre- 
tary. It arises out of a part of the 
speech of Mr. Rhodes in the City upon 
the commercial relations of Rhodesia to 
Great Britain and other Foreign States. 
Now, we are all aware that the proud 
boast wo have made to the world upon 
our Chinese policy is that England is the 
one country in all the world which has 
opened its ports to everyone. “The 
open door” ; everyone knows the phrase. 
We are ready even to go to war for an 
open port. That is the great doctrine. 
Of course, as regards the self-governing 
Colonies, we cannot control them. 
Authority has been given to the 
Dominion of Canada, and other self- 
governing Colonies, to deal as they like 
with their own; but Rhodesia is not a 
self-governing Colony. It is a Colony— 
if a Colony at all—in which the Char- 
tered Company is directly responsible to 
the Crown,. and where the tariff is that 
which the Crown alone directs. What, 
then, are going to be our commercial 
relations with that territory? We have 
had it very clearly stated by Mr. Rhodes, 
He says, in this speech-— 

“The Chartered Company proposed to Her 
Majesty’s Government ”"— 


that is some years ago— 


“that in the constitution of the Charter the 
following clause should be put: ‘That the 
duty on British goods should not exceed the 
then Cape tariff.’ ” 


Her Majesty’s Government—this is the 
late Liberal Government—replied: “We 
will accept a clause in the constitution 
that the duty on imported goods should 
not exceed the present Cape tariff.” You 
will see that the late Government, adher- 
ing to the doctrine of the “open door,” 
put into the clause “imported goods,” 


Sir W. Harcourt. 
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and not British good only. “They 
fought,” says Mr. Rhodes, “for the word 
‘imported,’ and we fought for the word 
‘British”” That was with the Liberal 
Government. “We fought over this 
clause, and as to whether the word 
‘British’ or ‘imported’ should be put 
in, and they refused it.” Perfectly true, 
The late Government said: To accept 
such a change as that weuld be a com- 
plete reversal of the commercial policy of 
England, which opens the ports under its 
control to all nations alike. We declined 
to accept such an alteration as that, 
to break down the principle of the 
“open port,” and confine this territory 
exclusively to British merchandise, 
Then, Mr. Rhodes proceeds— 

“Like the Sibylline books, one has come 

back, and tries to sell again, and you will be 
glad to hear that the new Government have 
agreed that the duty on British goods should 
not exceed the present Cape tariff.” 
That is an absolute reversal of British 
commercial policy—an absolute denial of 
the doctrine of the “open port” which 
you have been flaunting in the face of 
the world as being the unalterable prin- 
ciple of the British Government. 


“ Meantime the Cape tariff has come down to 
9 per cent., and that practically keeps the 
trade of that new territory for ever for 
England.” 


That is to say, all the commerce of 
foreign States is to be excluded from this 
territory. I understand that Protec- 
tionist cheer, but I do not understand 
how this is to be reconciled with the 
“open port” at Kaiou-chau, or elsewhere. 
When you go to ask for an open port in 
China, or anywhere else, you will be met 
with the policy of Rhodesia as pro 
claimed by Mr. Rhodes, and endorsed, as 
he says, by Her Majesty’s Government. 
I go on with Mr. Rhodes’ speech— 

“These 800,000 square miles will be purely 
British, and that will appeal to the people; 
and it is the people who rule.” 


And again— 


“You thought a great deal of the unfairness 
of the French in putting on their protective 
tariffs against us.” 

Yes, that is what we are always com- 
plaining of— 

“But the French are perfectly right, and 


you have to learn the lesson if you are to 
keep your position.” 
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That is the commercial policy which Mr. 
Rhodes says has been adopted by Her 
Majesty's Government. 


Tre SECRETARY or STATE For 
map COLONIES: No, Mr. Rhodes 


doos not say that. 


*3in W. HARCOURT: I did not believe 


it, and I was going to say so. 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tap COLONIES: Mr. Rhodes says 
that his proposal has been adopted, 
but he does not say that the argument 
you have just read has been adopted ; 
you applied your observation to the last 
argunent of Mr. Rhodes. 


*Sm W. HARCOURT: No; I applied 
it to the fact that the new Government 
have agreed that the duty is to be applied 
in favour of British goods and not foreign 
goods. 


Top SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: Hear, hear! 


*Sr W. HARCOURT: Then they have 
adopted it? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES: Hear, hear! 


*Sm W. HARCOURT: Very well. 
Then this is the commencement of the 
Zollverein, and te-morrow the doctrine 
of the “open port” where will that be? 
Where will you be when you are going 
to war for an “open port” and equal 
opportunity for everybody, when other 
countries peint to the communication 
between the Colonial Secretary and Mr. 
Rhodes? I believed this was untrue. I 
had thought that this was a thing which 
was intended for the consumption of the 
shareholders at the meeting in London; 
but, apparently, this is a negotiation 
that has taken place, and I think that 
before this Debate commenced Parlia- 
ment should have had some communica- 
tion as to the mamner in which 
the commercial policy of this country 
has been reversed behind the back of the 
House of Commons. Then. I should like 
to know whether another proposal has 
been accepted—it seemed to me at first 
to be incredible, as the other—and that 
is the financial proposal so eloquently 
advocated by its great promoter the 
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Member for Dover, and I congratulate 
him upon the way in which the 
prospectus is drawn. It was sufficient 
io have tempted all the shareholders of 
the world to have embarked in the specu- 
lation of this new railway spoken of by 
the honourable Member for Dover, who, 
I am quite sure, preached from the text 
which Mr. Rhodes had already given out 
from the pulpit in the City. This is a 
proposal which I should like also to know 
whether Her Majesty’s Government have 
accepted. It is that Mr. Rhodes will not 
charge the Chartered Company with any 
more liabilities. He has already begun 
to believe that the Council is bearing 
the last straw, and therefore, although 
there is to be a new railway, it is 
not the Company that is to pay 
for it. Who is to pay for it? It is to 
develop the property of the Chartered 
Company north of the Zambesi, and, of 
course, it would be a great advantage to 
them commercially ; but they are to pay 
nothing forit. It is the British Govern- 
ment who are to guarantee two millions 
of money to make a railway from some- 
where in Southern Rhodesia into Northern 
Rhodesia and Lake Tanganyika. Then 
when you get there this is what 
Mr. Rhodes saysis going to happen: 
“Look at the map. You get the 
railway to Tanganyika, you have Her 
Majesty’s sanction for the railway into 
Uganda (it turns round and joins us), 
and then you have Kitchener coming 
down from Khartoum. That gives you 
Africa—the whole of it.” I only want the 
House to understand the extent of the 
undertaking, because it is not the Char- 
tered Company that is to pay for it. 
“You have Kitchener coming down from 
Khartoum, and that gives you Africa— 
the whole of it.” It is only £2,000,000 for 
the railway, but the consequence is that 
we are to take over Africa, “the whole 
of it,” and so the conquest of Africa by 
the English nation is a practical ques- 
tion now. That, no doubt, would please 
the honourable Member for Sheffield. 
This is put in a little cruder form than 


that in which it was presented 
to us by the honourable Member 
for Dover: “Will you not endorse 


our promissory note to go to Tan- 
ganyike? That means giving you 
without expense the whole of Africa.” 
What a noble and generous offer! Only it 
is not the Chartered Company who is 
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to pay for this—it is the British tax- 
payer. You must remember that this 
prospectus is not only for English publi- 
«cation and English consumption, but it is 
a notice to other countries who most 
wickedly imagine that they have some 
claim to some share in portions of Africa, 
even though it be in what Lord Salis- 
bury calls “light soil”; and when they 
are informed that the British Government 
has embarked in an undertaking with- 
out expense, and only guaranteeing two 
millions of money, to take the whole of 
Africa, they may be rather disturbed in 
their mind. This is the sort of adminis- 
tration to which you have committed the 
British name, credit, and reputation in 
South Africa, and solemnly and seriously 
these things were put before a meeting, 
I will not say of merchants, but share- 
holders, in the City of London, and pre- 
sented by a solemn proposition to Her 
Majesty’s Government, and, as far as I 
ean hear, seriously accepted by Her 
Majesty’s Colonial Secretary. In addi- 
tion to the adoption of his policy, which 
is a purely Protectionist policy as regards 
Great Britain in South Africa, we have 
also got accepted in an interval of two 
years—possibly bargains are already 
made—the first step of a policy by which 
for two millions of money, we are to have 
the whole government of Africa. I hope 
that this, which may be called a “ wild cat” 
policy, is not accepted by Her Majesty’s 
Government. I am sure it will not be 
accepted by the House of Commons or the 
English people, although I know the 
honourable Member for Sheffield is of the 
opinion that the whole world should 
be under Her Majesty’s Government. 
What is the administration to which you 
have entrusted the organisation and con- 
duct of this great territory and its ponu- 
lation with 800,000 square miles?) The 
first object, we are informed, is to recon- 
cile the Native races in South Africa. 
Everybody must feel that that is a matter 
of the most supreme consequence. We 
know perfectly well that the racial diffi- 
culty has long existed. Everyone knows 
it was greatly embittered by the raid, and 
what are you going to do!—to place that 
supreme task of the reconciliation of the 
races in the hands of the author of the 
raid, and that is the policy you have 


deliberately adopted. What is the 
unanimous decision on this subject 
of the Committee of this House 


Sir W. Harcourt. 
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appointed to inquire into the raid, 
a decision to which the Colonial Secretary 
himself was a party? It was that the 
raid was “a grave injury to British 
influence in South Africa.” And go it 
was. And the author of that grave 
injury to British influence in South 
Afriga is to be replaced and main- 
taited in his authority. “Race 
feeling,” it is stated, “was greatly 
embittered.” The man who embittered 
that race feeling is to be entrusted with 
the task of the 


reconciling races, 
“Public confidence has been shaken.” 
Public confidence is to be reassured 
by tha policy you are pursuinz. 


“ Serious difficulties were created with neigh- 
bouring States.” 
That is the language of the Report; 
that is the opinion of the right 
honourable Gentleman. Will these 
serious difficulties with neighbour- 
ing States be diminished by the 
administration of this great territory 
which surrounds these neighbouring 
states by the man who created those 
difficulties? It is quite true that the 
police have been taken out of the hands 
of the company, and therefore the actual 
circumstances of the raid could not recur. 
Everyone must admit that. But it is 
the moral effects of this administration 
that we have to consider. You have not 
cured the feelings that have been created 
by this raid. I do not agree with the 
honourable Member for Dover. That 
among the Dutch people many of them 
may support Mr. Rhodes I do not 
deny. I think I have some information 
on the subject. In the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State an acute memory 
of the raid still lives. My information 
differs entirely from yours. There is 
more in it than that. A very evil 
example has been set in this matter, the 
evil example set to our colonial popula- 
tion and those who are responsible for 
their conduct in every part of the world. 
What is it that has been done? The 
Committee say— 


“There was no excuse for the conduct of a 
person in Mr. Rhodes’ position in subsidising 
the organising and stimulating an armed insur- 
rection against the Government of the South 
African Republic, and employing the forces 
and resources of the Chartered Company to 
support such a revolution.” 
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Yet it is to him you are going to commit 
in the future the responsibility of such 
administration. “He seriously em- 
barrassed both the Imperial and Colonial 
Governments.” How do you know he will 
not again seriously embarrass the Im- 
perial and Colonial Governments. Has 
he shown any disposition to pay respe:t 
either to the Colonial Government in 
the person of Lord Rosmead, or to the 
Imperial Government, from whom he con- 
cealed the whole of his proceedings? 
“His proceedings resulted in the invasion 
of the territory of a State which was in 
friendly relations to Her Majesty, in 
breach of an obligation to respect the 
right of self-government of the South 
African Republic under the Convention 
between Her Majesty and that State.” 
You are always appealing, and you have 
a right to appeal, to the Convention of 
1884. Here you have it on record. You 
are giving the administration of that 
territory to the man who made a gross 
and flagrant breach of the Convention 
of les4. Do you think that strengthens 
your position in South Africa in the ad- 
ministration of that territory. “Such a 
policy once embarked upon inevitabiy 
involved Mr. Rhodes in gjyreat breaches 
of duty towards those to whom he owed 
allegiance.” 


“He deceived the High Commissioner.” 


You are going to send him out again to 
the High Commissioner to represent the 
Imperial Government. 

“He concealed his views from his colleagues 
in the Colonial Ministry ”— 
Do you think it will be more necessary 
for him to reveal his views in the future 
than in the past— 
“and from the board of the British South 
Africa Company, and led his subordinates 4o 
believe that his plans were approved by his 
superiors ” 
is the description unanimously given by 
members of all Parties on the Committee 
of the House of Commons, and agreed to 
by the Colonial Secretary ; and finally 
we have put on record. unanimously an 
absolute’ and unqualified condemnation 
of the raid, and the plans that made it 
possible. The final sentence is— 
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“The result caused for the time being grave: 
injury to British influence in South Africa ; 
public confidence was shaken, race feeling was’ 
embittered, and serious difficulties were created 
in neighbouring States.” 


Do you say you have reconstructed 
the Chartered Company! It is upon 
that basis that you have _ recon- 
structed it. I am asked whether I 
desire that the Chartered Company 
should be put an end to at once. I 
answer, Certainly not. But what I 
should have desired would have been, 
when feeling and knowing that the 
Chartered Company is their agent for 
administering this great territory—that 
this company for whose acts the Govern- 
ment are responsible to the world—that 
this company which represents British 
credit and the British name should be re- 
constructed upon a basis on which it would 
not have been likely in the future as in 
the past to be guilty of grave injury to 
British influence in South Africa, to 
shake public confidence, to embitter race 
feelings, and to create serious difficulties 
with neighbouring States. I feel no 
confidence whatsoever that the basis the 
Government have adopted for the future 
government of Rhodesia may not and will 
not be open to all the objections thar 
have arisen in the past, and for which, I 
aim bound to say, I see no security in the 
safeguards they propose to introduce in 
the present. We have professed to foreign 
countries—I hope honestly—that we dis- 
approve, that we condemn the raid—a 
raid truly described by the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
as a lawless act of filibustering, a maraud- 
ing expedition which would bring up the 


question by the suspension of the 
charter altogether. Yet the charter is 
continued under exactly the same 


auspices, and what will be the opinion of 
the sincerity of those declarations on the 


British people, if for objects of self-aggran- 
disement—for objects which, in my 
opinion, do not belong to the credit 
of honour of a country like this—if for 
objects of that kind, we are willing to 
express not our condemnation, but really 
what amounts to our approval of these 
transactions in the past by entrusting the 
same responsibility to the same indi- 
vidual in the future. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: When the right 
honourable Gentleman ross the Debate 


Supply. 


had already ranged over a very large 
area, and embraced a great many 
questions of detail. Certainly, in 
the course of his speech, he has still 
further enlarged its scope, so much so 
that I almost fear I may not be able to 
do justice to it in the course of the time 
still at my disposal. It appears that not 
only have we to discuss the merits of the 
Chartered Company, and the merits 
especially of the new scheme which we 
have provided for its future administra- 
tion, but we are to discuss Mr. Rhodes’ 
oration in another place, and upon a 
different subject. The right honourable 
Gentleman makes me regret very much 
that Mr. Rhodes is not a Member of this 
House. He, I have no doubt, would be 


able to defend, not merely his proposals, 
which I do not think are as absurd and 
ridiculous as they appear to the right 
honourable Gentleman, but he would also 
be able to defend his method of argument 
with regard to them, which I do not 
think it would be my duty or within my 


competence to defend. But, as the right 
honourable Gentleman has criticised that 
speech, I admit he has a right to ask how 
far Her Majesty’s Government are com- 
mitted by it. His questions have 
applied to three separate points. In the 
first place, it appears that Mr. Rhodes 
has suggested to the shareholders that, 
as a matter of book-keeping as I under- 
stand, they should separate their capital 
into two parts, and that a certain portion 
of the capital which does not constitute, 
as the right honourable Gentleman said, 
the goodwill of the business, but which 
does represent the capital expended in 
making the business, should be put aside 
as a fund which, in the event of any 
change in the company which might 
hereafter be expected or desired, the 
Imperial Government or the colony, if it 
becomes a colony, should take over. I 
need not say that it takes two to make 
a bargain. That statement gives us 
what Mr. Rhodes thinks it would be 
prudent to do, and what he would wish 
us to assent to. I admit that if a pro- 
position is made to the Government to 
the effect that that proposal, which 
appears to me to be one altogether 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 592 


premature, should be accepted by the 
Government, as at present advised, ] 
should not sce my way to assent to that 
view. . No, Sir, a proposal to create a 
public debt may or may not be a wise 
one, but the necessity for dealing with 
it, and for the Government to express 
approval of it, does not arise until this 
contemplated change takes place. If 
the change takes the form, as I anticipate 
it will, of transferring the administration 
and general rights of the Chartered Com- 
pany to a self-governing colony, I should 
imagine that the self-governing colony 
would very naturally desire to have a 
principal part in settling the terms on 
which it would take over the territory. 
If, on the other hand, this property 
should devolve on the Crown, I am quite 
sure my right honourable Friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
examine very carefully all the figures 
presented to him before he accepted any 
such lability as that suggested. Then 
the right honourable Gentleman goes on 
to deal with the railway proposal which 
has been made by Mr. Rhodes, and which 
is under the consideration of Her 
Majesty's Government. The time has 
not yet come; we have not had time 
ourselves to consider this proposal. No 
doubt it will want a great deal of con- 
sideration, and I will not anticipate in any 
way what our decision upon it may be; 
but this I will say, that to treat a scheme 
of this kind, even in its inception, as 4 
wild cat scheme is characteristic of the 
right honourabls Gentleman, but it is 
not justified by our colonial history. 
*Sm W. HARCOURT: I spoke of the 
speech. My remarks were not applied 
simply to the railway. I spoke of the 
possession of the whole of Africa as & 
wild cat scheme. That is the point. 

Tun SECRETARY or STATE ror 
rHp COLONIES: I did not know that 
cats could scheme, especially wild cats. 
Then, does the right honourable Gentle- 
man think that this scheme is one 
which Her Majesty’s Government may 
fairly consider?! 

*Srm W. HARCOURT: They may con- 
sider it. 

Ter SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHe COLONIES: Yes; but I under- 
stood that the right honourable 
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Gentleman represented it as ridiculous 
from the first. I ask, Sir, is it one atom 
more ridiculous, for anything the right 
honourable Gentleman knows, than the 
original proposal to make the Canadian 
Pacitic Railway,’ The Canadian Pacific 
Railway has ni“de the Dominion of 
Canada. What was it before? Indeed, 
it was nothing but “our lady of snows.” 
At that time the greatest wheat-producing 
are in the world was nothing more than 
a desert of prairie, which not even the 
Indians themselves had passed over. 
That has been entirely changed by this 
great railway, carried through by a poor 
colony under extraordinary circumstances, 
with the greatest enterprise, and, fortu- 
nately, with most absolute success. If 
the right honourable Gentleman wants 
my opinion, there is nothing more ridicu- 
lous and nothing more improbably 
successful in the proposal now made by 
Mr. Rhodes than in the proposal of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway. But it: is 
quite a different matter whether, and 
how far, the Imperial Government should 
assist in a proposal of this kind, and as 
to that I desire to be considered abso- 
lutely and entirely unpledged. Then 
the right honourable Gentleman wants 
to know something about what he calls 
our commercial relations, and here he 
has been sitting on a mare’s nest which 
is large enough to satisfy even himself. 
Now, Sir, what are the facts of the case? 
Mr. Rhodes some time ago made to the 
late Government a proposal that the 


tarifi imposed in Rhodesia upon British 


goods should never exceed the then tariff 
of Cape Colony. 
same proposal to us, with this difference : 
that as the Cape tariff is now lower than 


it was then, the offer is proportionately 


improved, but otherwise it is the same offer 


in principle as the offer made to the right 


honourable Gentleman and his colleagues ; 
and, unless I have been misinformed, 
tome of his colleagues, not the least 
influential, were very desirous that it 
should be accepted. At all events, it 


was refused, and the right honourable 
Gentleman and his Government must, of 


course, take the responsibility of the 
refusal. What was the refusal? The 
right honourable Gentleman would not 


He now makes the 
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and to make such a preference was con- 
sidered by them as an abominable 
Protecticnist piece of business, and a 
reversal of the Free Trade policy of this 
country. Both the right honourable 
Gentlemen opposite agree to that? [Mr. 
Joun Morey acquiesced.| Then they are 
entirely opposed to the offer which we 
have had and from which we are now 
benefiting, which was made to us by the 
Free Trade Premier of Canada, and by 
which a preference of 25 per cent. is 
given to British goods imported into 
Canada. 


*Smrr W. HARCOURT: I said that a 
self-governing colony could do what it 
liked, but that the policy of England and 
the Imperial Government was to open to 
all countries alike, and that you could 
not stipulate that preference should be 
given only to Great Britain and not to 
other countries. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHe COLONIES: If the right honour- 
able Gentleman thinks he has improved 
his case by that, I think the Com- 
mittee will see he is entirely mis- 
taken. It is quite true that a self- 
governing colony can make any offer it 
pleases, just as Mr. Rhodes can, but it 
is for the Imperial Government to say 
whether or not it shall be accepted, and 
if it be right for the Imperial Govern- 
ment to refuse the offer made by Rho- 
desia, it would have been right for the 
Imperial Government to refuse the offer 
made by Canada. We ought to have 
said to Canada, “No; inasmuch as we 
are a Free Trade country, we cannot 
accept the offer, although, no doubt, you 
intend it most generously, unless you 
extend it to all other countries.” That 
is the argument of the right honourable 
Gentleman. Has he ever heard of an 
institution called the Cobden Club? 
Does he think the Cobden Club exists 
in order to bring about a reversal of our 
Free Trade policy? Yet the Cobden Club 
gave its gold medal to Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier. And we are told, forsooth, that 
we are unfaithful to the doctrine of the 
open door, and have taken a step which 
involves the reversal of the whole fiscal 
policy of this country. The Government 
do not think they ought to refuse this 


allow a British Colony to make a prefer- | offer of Mr. Rhodes ; and although he was 


ence in favour of the Mother Country, 


a little premature in saying that they 
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had accepted it, he can say so now, 
because a communication has _ been 
addressed to him or to the company to 
say that this provision will be inserted 
in the constitution. Now, Sir, this is a 
general Debate, which was initiated by 
the honourable Member for the Rush- 
cliffe Division in a speech of great 
moderation and impartiality. The 
original Debate deals with three subjects. 
In the first place, we have had a good 
deal of criticism of the Chartered Com- 
pany and its past administration. We 
then had criticisms on Mr. Rhodes in 
connection with his recent election by 
the shareholders to the position of a 
director of the company. I say, in 
passing, by the shareholders, because 
the right honourable Gentleman, in his 
speech, put the whole thing down to us, 
and says we have entrusted Mr. Rhodes 
with this, that, and the other. I will 
shortly show to what extent our responsi- 
bility has been increased by the action 
of the shareholders; but whatever has 
been done with regard to Mr. Rhodes 
has been done actively by the share- 
holders, and not by us. It is not we who 
suggested this. All we have done is to 
refuse to interfere in regard to it. The 
third point of criticism is directed to the 
proposal for administration which the 
Government have laid on the table of the 
House. I will deal with these in their 
order. In the first place, let me take the 
criticism of the Chartered Company. 

How inconsistent are the right honour- 
able Gentleman and the honourable 
Gentlemen who have made these criti- 
cisms of the company! Why do not 
they come forward with an alternative, 
which clearly would be that the company 
should be abolished, the Charter with- 
drawn, and Imperial control established 
in Rhodesia? If the Chartered Company 
is as bad as it is represented to be, there 
is absolutely nothing short of direct 
Imperial administration which can save 
us from the evils which have been 
pointed out. What is the position o : bess 
right honourable Gentleman? He occu 

pied a considerable time in examining 
the financial position of the company. 
The House will say, “ What business is 
that of ours? That is a question for the 
shareholders.” ‘‘ No,” he says, “ because 
if I show you that this company is 
insolvent, then you will think it unfit and 


Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
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improper for the Government to entrust 
to it any further administration.” ] 
should agree. The right honourable 
Gentleman apparently considered that 
he had proved his case, and it is rather 
a curious thing that, while I am gure 
there are no two hono™® able Members in 
this House to whom we should less attri- 
bute anything connected with stock. 
jobbing than the right honourable 
Gentleman himself and the honourable 
and learned Member for seatrion, they 
should have taken up between them half 
an hour of the time of the House to bear 
the company’s shares. I assure the 
Committee it is not my business to bull 
them, and I shall leave the matter 
entirely where they left except to 
protest against the flagrant inconsistency 
of those who show at one moment that 
this company is insolvent, ane at the 
next moment say that if you ask for the 
Charter to be withdrawn they are 
entirely opposed to any such logical pro- 
ceeding. What it is much more import- 
ant to meet are, not the charges which 
are made against the financial solvency 
of the company, but those which are 
made against its past administration. I 
do not pledge myself absolutely to every 
opinion that Sir Richard Martin may 
have expressed, but that he came to his 
work with very strong qualifications, 
that he brought to it an absolute sense 
of justice and absolute impartiality, 
there can be no doubt’ whatsoever. 
Practically, I am prepared, for one, to 
accept his general conclusions. The 
first conclusion to which we have been 
referred is as to the cause of the rising. 
It is said that the rising was the fault 
of the company, but you cannot accept 
Sir Richard Martin’s Report, and main- 
tain that doctrine, because Sir Richard 
Martin shows that the first and principal 
cause of the rising was that the Matabele 
were not subdued, and no doubt that is 
the truth. When you go into the coun- 
try of a proud, warlike, and barbarous 
*ipeneee and, before you have thoroughly 
conquered them, attempt to impose upon 
them your taxation, your customs, and 
your justice, you must expect that, under 
circumstances, they will rise in 
rebellion against you. But it does not 
at all follow that on that account you 
should not proceed in that work of con 
quest and civilisation. I do not want to 
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be drawn now into large considerations | sation. 
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And I say that that experience 


of general policy, but do not let it b2| is not the experience of Matabeleland 


said that if that policy is wrong it is 
the fault of the Chartered Company, o- 
of chartered companies alone. It is a 
policy which has necessarily been pur- 
sued by the Imperial Government as well 
as by chartered companies, and by every 
nation and every ruler who has been 
brought into contact with savage and 
barbarous nations. The next statement 
of the honourable Gentleman referred 
to the treatment of the natives, and es- 
pecially to the regulations under which 
what he called almost a state of slavery 
prevailed. I think he used that word 
with some hesitation, and in my opinion 
another word he used much more cor. 
rectly expressed the situation that did 
exist in Matabeleland and Mashonaland 
at the time to which he referred—to the 
policy of the corvée, which is, after all, 
something entirely different from a policy 
of slavery. The corvée existing in Mate- 
beleland was of this nature—that the 
natives, against their will, were practically 
compelled to give a certain time of the 
year to ordinary industrial labour. It 
was not the whole of their time, but I 
think it was three months in the year 
that the native chiefs had to furnish a 
certain proportion of labour for the 
mines. I am not going at length into 
that to-night, because it is a matter 
which we shall have to deal with in th> 
regulations, which, as I have said, are not 
yet ready for presentation. But I would 
say, in passing, that the question is 
not one which is free from difficulty, 
and I think that is fully recognised b; 
the honourable Member for Rushcliffe. 
When you say to a savage people, who 
have hitherto found their chief employ- 
ment, occupation, and profit in war, 
“You shall no longer go to war; tribal 
war is forbidden,” you have to bring 
about some means by which they may 
earn their living in place of it, and you 
have to induce them, sooner or later, 
to adopt the ordinary methods of earning 
a livelihood by the sweat of their brow. 
But with a race of this kind I doubt 
very much whether you can do it merely 
by preaching. I think that something in 
the nature of inducement, stimulus, o- 
Pressure is absolutely necessary if you 
are to sccure a rcsult which is d-sirable 
in the interests of humanity and civili 
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alone. It is the experience of our own 
Colonies all over Africa, and has been 
the experience of every other European 
nation which has had anything to do 
with African possessions. The next 
point is as to the administration of jus- 
tice. Here I must say I was sorry to 
hear the honourable Gentleman say that, 
as I understood him, he had evidence, 
or that it was admitted that justice had 
not been properly administered. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: What I intended 
to say, and what, I think, I said, was that 
I was in possession of many instances in 
which there had been a failure of justice 
both civil and criminal. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: I should be very glad, 
if those instances have any bearing 
upon the present, and if there is 
any evidence attached to them, to 
have them communicated to me, because 
up to the present time I must say that, 
although 1 have had many communica- 
tions, some of them criticising the ad- 
ministration of the Chartered Company, 


i have had no complaint whatever 
as to the administration of justice 
in that territory. The judges of 


che High Court are all gentlemen, 
[ believe, of the very highest reputation. 
An appeal has been given from every 
magistrate to the High Court, and from 
the High Court a further appeal is given 
to the Supreme Court of Cape Town. 
For the life of me I do not see how we 
could possibly imagine a system better 
calculated to secure the proper adminis- 
tration of justice. I have got here some 
practical instances of the way in which 
justice is administered which, I confess, 
{ think are very remarkable, and, at all 
events, speak well for the impartiality 
of the judges. I say very remarkable, 
because we know that where you have a 
small white population in the midst of 
an enormous black population there is 
a kind of prejudice, which sometimes 
leads to injustice, as against the native 
in favour of the white. Here are two 


vases of which a report has been sent to 
ne in a paper dated November, 1897. In 
he one case a white man was charged 
vith theft from a black man, the theft 
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having taken place with some aggravating 
circumstances. The sentence was six 
years with hard labour. His Lordship 
Judge Vincent said— 


“It was such men as the accused who, going 
about in the guise of native commissioners, 
brought the officials of the Government into 
contempt with the natives.” 


The other case is a charge of rape which 
was made against a white man, and in 
this case also the man was sentenced to 
hard labour for nine years. So long as 
convictions can be obtained, and sen- 
tences of that kind can be inflicted, I do 
not think there can be any serious charge 
against the administration of justice. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: These were sen- 
tences since Sir Richard Martin’s Report? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Tue 


COLONIES: Yes; they were in 
November, 1897. It has also been 


Civil Service of Kho- 
desia is inefficient. Are we not some- 
times a little unfair? Will not honour- 
able Members drop out of sight alto- 
gether all question of whether it is a 
chartered company or not, remembering 
that this is an administration in a new 
country, which is half as large as Europe, 
with a sparse and scattered population, 
and that suddenly, in the course of a year 
or two, the whole framework of civil 
administration has had to be set up. 
When I think of what has been done, I 
am not so much surprised that here and 
there it has broken down, as I am that 
there has been any success at all. When 
I compare what has been done in 
Rhodesia with these imperfect means, and 
under these difficult circumstances, with 
a rebellion going on, with the rinderpest 
—the greatest plague that could afflict 
the country, desolating it and bringing 
starvation to the homes of the natives— 
when I think of what has been done, in 
spite of all those obstacles and difficulties, 
I really think there is nothing in this 
which should justify the condemnation of 
the Chartered Company, or of its 
methods. Chartered companies are a 
good deal out of fashion just now, but I 
am not quite certain whether, if 
we argued the matter out impar- 
tially and quietly, we should not be, 
at all events so far as the majority of us 
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are concerned, in favour of using and 
continuing to use them as instruments 
which bridge over the period between 
the first acquisition of one of these 
possessions and its ultimate destination, 
either as a self-governing colony, or as 
a Crown colony under Imperial adminis- 
tration. Certainly, according to my ex- 
perience, the results of Crown rule over 
a long period of years in colonies simi- 
larly situated. are not so much better 
than those of a chartered company as 
to justify any strong comparison in their 
favour. What then is the reason for any 
change in the administration of this 
territory? Undoubtedly, it was proved 
to us by the experience of the raid that 
the Chartered Administration had in- 
sufficient control over their people; that 
they had used the resources of the Com- 
pany and of the territory for improper 
purposes, and it was absolutely neces- 
sary, it was owed of course to the sur- 
rounding States and it was owing to 
ourselves, that we should take steps to 
make any repetition of that offence abso- 
lutely and entirely impossible. I am also 
quite prepared to allow that in some 
respects the civil administration had 
broken down, although I have put for- 
ward reasons for believing that, after all, 
that might have been recovered without 
any great changes in the system, if the 
Chartered Company had had more time 
and more experience to deal with it. But 
I admit that there are these undoubted 
mistakes on the part of the Chartered 
Company which have to be provided 
against, and I would ask the Committee 
to judge the proposals we have put before 
them by their opinion as to whether or 
not such mistakes will be prevented 
under the new system. I do not think 
I need argue for a moment as to the alter- 
native which, apparently, has not got a 
single friend in the House—namely, that 
the Chartered Company ought to be 
abolished. There are many practical rea- 
sons against it, but the reason on which 
I rest myself is that no action could pos- 
sibly be taken by the Government which 
would be more unpopular in South 
Africa itself. It is not merely in 
Rhodesia, where such an idea would be 
scouted, but it is in Cape Town, through- 
out the Cape Colony, and in Natal that 
any direct interpesition of the Imperial 
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overnment would be resented. But the 
heme provides for a system of control 
rhich, in spite of the criticism of the 
ight honourable Gentleman opposite, I 
believe to be ample for the purposes we 
have in view. Let us see what it is he 
omplains of. In the first place he goes 
o show that the company and the 
administration of the Company will be 
Mr. Rhodes, that it will be a one-man 
oncern, and that he will have as abso- 
ute and entire control of all the adminis- 
ration in the future as, he says, he has 
had in the past. Let me say, in passing, 
essume thac would be the same whether 
he were a director of the Company, or 
whether he were only the power behind 
the throne. I do not think the mere fact 
that he assumes public responsibility by 
becoming a director alters at all the 
amount of the indirect influence which 
he, in many things, would have been able 
to exercise. But I do not think that the 
ight honourable Gentleman has thought 
this matter out, because he made the 
extraordinary statement that Mr. Rhodes 
would be Administrator, and at the same 
ime would have absolute control over the 
board in London. Mr. Rhodes is not a 
bird, and cannot be in two places at once, 
and, if he is Administrator in Rhodesia, it 
is quite impossible that he should have 
his personal control over the pro- 
eedings of the board in London. 
There is no foundation for that state- 
ment, and no truth in it whatever. The 
administrators of the company in the 
future will be two—one, Mr. Milton, and 
he other Captain Lawley; one estab- 
lished at Bulawayo, and the other at 
Salisbury. There will be a joint Execu- 
ive Council, over which one of them will 
preside, and of which the new president 
sto be a member. Now, says the right 
honourable Gentleman, what a pitiful 
position the Resident Commissioner will 
be in, because he is there only to speak 
nd not to vote. But we do not want 
him to vote. What advantage would it 
be to him to vote? The right ‘honour- 
hble Gentleman seems to dissent, but if 
he will not interrupt me, I will show him 
what an advantage it is to speak. There 
ould be no advantage whatever in the 


Resident having a vote, because, of course, 
e would be in a minority, and I do not 
ant him to take that kind of responsi- 
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bility for anything that goes on in the 
council. He is there as the eyes and 
ears of the High Commissioner. He is 
there to express his objection to what is 
done if he does object. That is why 
speech will be useful to him. Having 
expressed that objection, does the right 
honourable Gentleman suggest that no 
attention will be paid to his complaints? 
Well, Sir, if no attention is paid to his 
complaints, he telegraphs at once to the 
High Commissioner, the High Commis- 
sioner interferes, and he has the power > 
of removing the whole of the council, and 
every official of the company. Through 
the High Commissioner and through the 
Resident we have absolute power. We 
have our fingers upon every act, great or 
small, and the new council which is to 
be established, and that power it is 
intended to exercise whenever Imperial 
interests are concerned, or native inte- 
rests are wrongly dealt with. But, says 
the right honourable Gentleman, why 
should the Resident not communicate with 
the minor officials of the company? Of 
course, he is in direct communication 
with the two administrators ; why should 
not he communicate with the minor 
officials? Well, Sir, because anybody 
who has ever had anything to do with a 
large concern would know that it would 
be absolutely destructive of all discipline, 
and make a sort of dual administration, 
which would be absolutely impossible. 
No, Sir, all that is meant by that provi- 
sion is that he should communicate 
through the administrators and was not 
to go behind the backs of the adminis- 
trators, destroying their authority ; but 
if he wants any information he shall 
make that demand upon them, and they 
will be bound immediately to supply it 
to him. Well, then, Sir, at the same 
time the Resident, with the High Com- 
missioner at his back, or. High 
Commissioner acting through the 
Resident, has absolute control over 
every policeman in the country. 
What more power can you wish for than 
that? I really think the criticisms of the 
right honourable Gentleman go quite 
beside the mark, and that it would be 
impossible for him or anybody else to 
devise a scheme which would give us 
more complete control, short of taking 
the whole control into our own hands, 
and working it ourselves. Well, now, 
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Sir, we consider, under these circum- 
stances, that we shall be able to guarantee 
to foreign States the due observance 
of all the obligations which Rhodesia 
may have towards them, and shall be able 
to protect native rights, and to see that 
no Imperial interest is at any time 
endangered. Well, then, Sir, I come to 
the only remaining point of any import- 
ance, as to which I admit I hardly 
understand the line of argument taken 
by the right honourable Gentleman and 
some other Members. The argument of 
the right honourable Gentleman is this: 
Granting that every security has been 
taken for Imperial interests, and grant- 
ing that they are absolutely safe, still 
Mr. Rhodes must be excluded from any 
official position in the development of the 
country which he has secured to the 
British Crown, and in the administration 
of the company which he has founded. 
That is the position. We are not to 
take a negative part, but we must take 
a positive part, and exclude him and him 
alone. Apparently he is the one person 


who must not sit at this board, and the 
shareholders who have elected him unani- 
mously, and found the money—for there 


is no doubt about that—almost entirely 
on the faith of his connection with the 
company, are to be overruled, and we are 
to take the responsibility of saying that 
they shall not have the directors they 
want, and, I suppose, that they shall 
have the directors which we like. That 
is a great responsibility. I cannot for 
the life of me see the difference between 
that and abolishing the charter, and 
taking full and absolute control of the 
whole business. The one principle that 
we have laid down for ourselves is that 
we would make ourselves secure as 
regards our own rights and interests, but 
that we would take no responsibility 
whatever as between the directors and 
the shareholders, or for any of the finan- 
cial transactions of the company. From 
that we want to keep the Government 
officials entirely free. Of course, the pro- 
posal of the right honourable Gentle- 
man would render that altogether im- 
possible. Well, now, Sir, I ask why is this 
exceptional, this extraordinary position 
to be taken up? Because Mr. Rhodes 
was the author of the raid, and deceived 
his colleagues and the Government? 
But is his exclusion demanded because 
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he is dangerous, or is his exclusion 
demanded because you want to punish 
him? It must be either the one or the 
other. If you say it is because he is 
dangerous, I really do not agree with 
you. I do not believe it. In the first 
place, I think Mr. Rhodes’ character js 
sufficiently understood. Mr. Rhodes hag 
admitted, in the fullest possible terms, 
that he has made a great mistake.. | 
do not think he is at all likely 
to repeat that mistake, or any 
mistake of the kind. In the second 
place, my contention is—and certainly 
the criticisms of the right honourable 
Gentleman have not shaken my opinion 
in the least—that, under the new system, 
it would be absolutely impossible for 
him to do any damage even if he wished, 
Well, then, Sir, the right honourable 
Gentleman talks a great deal about 
embittering racial animosities. I am as 
anxious as the right honourable Gentle- 
man can possibly be to reunite the races, 
in so far as they are still separate, in 
South Africa, but I must say I cannot 
conceive any proposal less likely to attain 
that result than to put Mr. Rhodes into 
a special Index Expurgatorius. Why, Sir, 
what is Mr. Rhodes? Mr. Rhodes was 
Prime Minister at the Cape. Are you 
sure he will not be so again? I do not 
know. What would be your position if 
he were? Then, indeed, he would be in 
a position of great power and authority, 
and then, indeed, we could not control 
him as we can control the Chartered 
Company. Is Her Majesty to be advised 
by the Government of the day not to 
accept Mr. Rhodes as Prime Minister if 
a majority of a self-governing colony 
should elect him? I am speaking on 
pure hypothesis. I do not know whether 
such a thing is possible, but the cheer 
of the right honourable Gentleman oppo- 
site compels me to say that if the result 
of the recent elections is to be taken as 
an augury of the elections that are still 
to come, it will be a possibility, and that 
within a very few months. Of that 
there can absolutely be no doubt. Then, 
I want to know, what is the view of the 
right honourable Gentleman. Does he 
suggest that under these circumstances 
it would be the duty of the Government 
to advise Her Majesty not to receive Mr. 
Rhodes as Prime Minister of the Cape 
Colony? Tcannot imagine that he would 
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suggest anything of the kind. But, if 
you cannot interfere on any of these 
grounds with Mr. Rhodes’ election as 
Prime Minister of Cape Colony, it surely 
is a very strong thing to say that you 
are to go out of your way to put this 
exclusion upon him in a case in which 
it is clearly not necessary for any 
Imperial interest or to prevent any 
Imperial danger. Well, Sir, I think 
myself that the Government would make 
a very great mistake if they appeared to 
take sides in what is a question of the 
utmost political importance in Cape 
Colony. The question between Mr. 
Hofmeyr on the one side, or President 
Kruger and the personality of Mr. Rhodes 
on the other—these are matters of 
tremendous interest in South Africa, and 
we, at all events, ought to avoid show- 
ing ourselves as partisans in such 
matters. But we should show our- 
selves partisans if we were to interfere 
with this company alone, and with the 
right of the shareholders to check Mr. 
Rhodes as a director of a concern which 
we have reduced from its original 
position to the position of a great com- 
mercial company. Now, Sir, the only 
other reason that could be given is that 
it is desirable to punish or humiliate Mr. 
Rhodes. I do not believe that the right 
honourable Gentleman entertains any 
feeling of that kind, and it has certainly 
been disclaimied by the honourable and 
learned Member for Dumfries. But, it 
seems to me, that it would be punishing 
the wrong person. If you say Mr. 
Rhodes shall not be a director, you are 
punishing the shareholders and relieving 
him from a great deal of responsibility, 
without takiny from him any of his real 
power. If Mr. Rhodes is now, two and 
a half years after the raid, to be punished 
for his offence, or if there is anyone who 
thinks that he should be punished for 
his offence, all I say is that this is rather 
a belated time for putting forward that 
proposal. It should have been put 
forward when all those matters were 
much more fresh than they are now. It 
was not put forward either by the Com- 
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mittee, or by the minority of one, which, 


made a separate report; and I can 
hardly believe under these circumstances 
that it is likely to be put forward by 
anybody now. Well, Sir, I think I need 
not say more. We have done our best 
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in these new regulations to secure the 
objects which we have said we had in 
view. It is not for me to prophesy what 
will be the future of this great territory 
which Mr. Rhodes has secured for us. I 
do not mean to boom it or to discredit 
it. I agree with those who think that 
its immediate prosperity, and the quick- 
ness with which the hopes of its pro- 
moters are realised, depends upon the 
discovery in large quantities of payable 
gold, and certainly I shall not offer any 
opinion upon that thorny and problema- 
tical subject. But of this I am confident, 
that whether there be gold there or not, 
there are still in the future great proba- 
bilities of success for this enormous 
territory. Sir, it is not like a great 
deal of the territory which we have in 
Africa. A great part of this territory, 
at all events, is territory in which Eng- 
lishmen can live ; and when I remember 
what the energy and enterprise and 
courage of Englishmen have done in 
places which, at first sight, appeared to 
be much more hopeless—in Australia, 
for instance, as to which five or six years 
ago the reports would have been much 
more unfavourable than they are now as 
to Rhodesia—I do not doubt for a 
moment that Rhodesia will yet be a very 
important part of the British Empire. 
And when that time comes it is evident 
that its prosperity shall always be con- 
nected with the name of the man who has 
secured it, who saw its possibilities, and 
who has staked his fortune and risked 
his life on the attempt to develop it. 


After the usual interval Mr. A. 
O’Conyor (Donegal, E.) took the Chair. 





Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid): I beg to 
call your attention, Mr. O’Connor, to the 
fact that there are not 40 Members 
present. 


[Quorum formed, Debate resumed. | 


*Mr. JAMES L. WANKLYN (Bradford, 
Central): I was under the impression, 
Sir, that at the close of last Session we 
had agreed to bury the hatchet on this 
question in the interests of South Africa 
and in the interests of the Empire. I 
cannot but express my regret to-night 
that this question has been dug up by right 
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Gentlemen opposite, and has _ been 
dug up for the purpose of attacking Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes. Sir, it seems to me that 
this is all idle recrimination. We have 
heard Mr. Cecil Rhodes referred to to-night 
as the author of the raid. Well, Sir, I 
might reply, if.I cared to indulge in re- 
crimination, that without grievances there 
would have been no disturbances, and I 
may say that these grievances have been 
recognised as very real, and as grievances 
that will have to be dealt with. Sir, it 
is no duty of mine to defend Mr. Cecil 
Rhodes, but I certainly have these quali- 
fications, that I have no _ interest 
either past, present, or future, direct 
or indirect, in any South African 
schemes. or in any South African secu- 
rities. Therefore, I have no interested 
motives; but as a looker-on, and with 
some knowledge of Mr. Cecil Rhodes from 
his Oxford days, I am firmly persuaded 
that he is a remarkable man, and that 
he is not influenced by sordid motives. 
I, Sir, regard him as a great statesman in 
this respect, that he was one of the very 
few men who, 14 or 15 years ago, fore- 
saw, to use his own words, “that the 
wars of the future would be tariff wars, 
and that the unions of the future would 
be tariff unions.” He saw that there would 
be a rush for neutral markets. He fore- 
saw the absolute necessity for a closer 
union of the English-speaking race. I 
ean only say that I now willingly pav 
my testimony to a great man, and I 
seize this opportunity of doing so. For 
myself, Sir, let me say this, that, in 
future ages, when honourable and right 
honourable Gentlemen opposite are lost 
in oblivion, there are millions yet unborn 
who will live to bless the name of Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes for opening up a country 
where the people can live a contented and 
reasonable life, instead of, as at present, 
eking out an unsatisfactory existence in 
these overcrowded islands here at home. 
Now, Sir, the whole of the time of the 
Committee before the adjournment was 
occupied with the consideration of 
Rhodesian matters arising on the State 
Paper emanating from Sir Robert Martin. 
Well, Sir, I venture to suggest that that 
State Paper is of secondary importance 
compared with the State Paper which I 
hold in my hand, in which are set out the 
questions which were dealt with at the 
conferences held at the Colonial Office last 
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summer. I allude to the conferences of 
the Colonial Premiers and the Colonial 
Secretary, which dealt with questions 
of defence, commercial law, and 
finance. Sir, it seems to me that theso 
questions are of supreme importance 
to-day. I might say, with regard to the 
Paper which I hold in my hand, in com- 
parison with the Paper we have been 
considering this afternoon, that the 
greater includes the less. For, Sir, I 
will suggest to the Committee that it is 
beginning to dawn on us to-day that the 
strength of our diplomacy as an Empire 
is in exact proportion to the force which 
is behind our elbow; and, speaking for 
the Empire, we are beginning to under- 
stand that there is no security without 
physical strength. Sir, what an object 
lesson we have in the case of the Empire 
of China! What an object lesson is 
China to the democracy of this Empire. 
There is an Empire with a vast popula- 
tion, with wealth, learning, and a civili- 
sation which seems to suit them, abso- 
lutely at the mercy of every marauder. 
And why? Because the Empire of China 
has neglected its physical education, and 
has placed its trust in professors, in 
lawyers, in logicians, and in competitive 
examinations. Is it, Mr. O’Connor, ex- 
travagant to suggest that if the views 
which 20 years ago were held by honour- 
able Gentlemen opposite had prevailed 
in this country—is it extravagant to sug- 
gest that the British Empire to-day would 
have been exposed to the same risk and 
the same fate as that which has befallen 
the Empire of China? Our Australian 
Colonies might have been seized by one 
Power, South Africa by another, and 
possibly Canada by a third. Sir, that 
does not seem to me altogether extrava- 
gant, and it does seem to me that in the 
fate of China we have a great object 
lesson. Lord Salisbury, on Wednesday 
last, told us—and when I say us, I sug 
gest not only us here at home, but all of 
us, wherever we Britons may happen to 
live—that the nineteenth century was 
remarkable for the formation of great 
nations and of great Empires. Living 
growing Empires are absorbing the dying 
and decaying Empires, and I suggest that 
the problem for our Colonies during the 
remaining years of the nineteenth cen- 
tury is this: are we to come together as 
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a great Empire, and how is it to be ac- 
complished? It is because this State 
Paper dealing with the conferences at 
the Colonial Office treats of that ques- 
tion and deals with the probabilities that 
arise under it; it is because this State 
Paper deals with these problems that 1 
suggest to the Committee that it is all- 
important that it should receive our 
best consideration to-night. With regard 
to the political relations between our- 
selves and our Colonies, I confess I have 
little fear or anxiety. That great states- 
man of the past century, Burke, pointed 
out that our welfare as a United Kingdom 
did not depend upon any written con- 
stitution; he pointed out that it was 
not the land tax upon which depended 
the raising of the revenue ; it was not the 
Vote in Supply which gives the Army its 
power ; it was not the Mutiny Act which 
inspired our soldiers with bravery; but 
he pointed out that all depended upon 
the love of the people and their attach- 
ment to the Government. Sir, as regards 
our Colonies, I say that the conception 
they have formed of our Government 
is that it is the guardian of their liberties 
And, therefore, 


and their civil rights. 
I say that, as regards the political rela- 
tions of the future and the question of 
a political constitution, the Australian 
Colonies do intend to rule themselves, 
and have no intention whatever of being 


ruled by Russia. I speak of these 
Colonies as a part of the whole. 
Sir, with regard to defence, there are 
some four or five most interesting points 
which were raised at these conferences 
last July at the Colonial Office, and 1 
should be glad to hear from my right 
honourable Friend the Colonial Secretary 
as to what progress has been made by the 
Colonial Defence Committee of Experts, 
and as to what progress has been made 
with schemes of common defence and 
mobilisation, with regard to uniformity of 
arms, with regard to exchange of forces, 
the training ships for the Navy, and the 
Pacific cable. As regards our commercial 
relations, which is the next point the 
conferences dealt with, I shall be glad 
to hear something of postal reforms ; 
what has been done for the advancement 
of the uniformity of the law; whether 
any progress has been made as regards 
Colonial securities under our Investment 
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Trust. And, of course, above all, I am 
sure the Committee and the whole coun- 
try will be deeply interested to learn— 
I know my own constituents will be most 
interested to learn—the date of the next 
conference. If this has not been decided, 
upon, I should like to know if any 
approximate date has been settled for 
the next conference dealing with 
these questions affecting the Empire. 
Above all, Mr. O’Connor, it seems to me 
the question of defence is of supreme 
importance to us and to our Colonies. 
We are face to face with the most signi- 
ficant fact that during the past four years 
three Foreign Ministers have broken 
down in health. I refer to Lord Rose- 
bery, Lord Salisbury, and the Under Sec- 
retary of State (Mr. Curzon), whose 
absence at the present moment we all 
regret. Now, Sir, it is said, in the case 
of the Under Secretary of State, as it was 
in the case of Lord Rosebery, that the 
right honourable Gentleman has broken 
down from overwork. I can only say 
that, personally, I have never yet known 
a man to break down from overwork. 
While I think few men have died from 
overwork, I admit that undue anxiety 
and undue strain has killed millions. In 
my judgment, the undue strain on these 
Foreign Ministers resulted from the fact 
that their hands were tied, both physi- 
cally and fiscally. We have abandoned 
every weapon of offence, both fiscal and 
physical, and we have no answer when a 
door is closed in our face, or when a 
barrier is put up, except that of war. In 
the case of war, I suggest that our Army 
and our Navy are formed on a purely 
defensive basis ; and I suggest that if we 
came to blows with a combination of 
Powers, our Navy would have more than 
its work cut out to keep open trade 
routes, the route to India, to protect 
the coaling stations, and our Colonies. 
Though I do not advocate conscription, I 
would suggest to the Colonial Secretary 
that he should endeavour to establish the 
principle throughout the Empire that 
physical education is just as important 
to the people as mental or spiritual edu- 
cation. I wish to suggest, Sir, that we 
should begin, not only in the cnited 
Kingdom, but throughout the Empire, 
with the children in our schools—-in our 
State-aided schools—and drill them. We 
should teach them that to bear arms in 
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defence of their country, or on behalf of 
humanity, as men of our race are doing 
at this moment, is a noble thing 
to do, and is the first duty of man. After 
leaving school, these boys, certainly the 
best of them, would be induced to enrol 
themselves among the Volunteers. In 
this country—at any rate, I can speak 
with some knowledge of the North— 
those interested in Volunteering are 
seeking for a higher standard of effi- 
ciency to-day, and would welcome the 
maximum standard of efficiency if it were 
laid down. You have only to offer, cer- 
tainly in the North, a bonus, and you 
can form a Voiunteer Reserve of over- 
whelming strength. If this were done, 
and ten years hence we had formed terri- 
torial regiments throughout the Empire, 
and at the same time had not neglected 
our Navy, it seems to me that we should 
then be in a position to defy any Power, 
or all the Powers, and compel the peace 
of the world. I believe the whole future 
of the Empire depends upon a satisfac- 
tery solution of the problems which are 
set forth in this Paper which I hoid in 
my hand, and which I recommend, Sir, 
to the earnest consideration of the 
Committee. 


*Mr. CAWLEY Prest- 


(Lancashire, 
wich): I intend to confine my remarks 
as much as possible to the Colonial Vote 
I am one of those who think that Mr. 
Rhodes ought not to be allowed to have 
anything to do with the administration of 
Rhodesia, or to remain a director of the 


Chartered Company. He has, as the 
Committee reported, broken his word to 
his superiors, and I am sure that if that 
had happened in any other sphere of life 
Mr. Rhodes would have been relegated to 
obscurity. It was urged by my honour- 
able Friend opposite that Mr. Rhodes had 
not been influenced by sordid motives, but 
if this is the case, then he has been faith- 
less to his trust, because Mr. Rhodes is 
supposed to do his best to earn money for 
the Company, of which he is a director, 
and- which was established for the pur- 
pose of making profit. The right hon- 
curable Gentleman the Secretary for the 
Colonies said that Mr. Rhodes had at 
least acknowledged his fault. Well, 
we all remember—I think it was in 
February or March, 1896—that Mr. 
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Rhodes stated in Cape Colony that 
he was coming home “to face the music.” 
He came home, and, as I understood from 
the Colonial Secretary and from the right 
honourable Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, denied having had anything 
to do with the raid. Was that acknow- 
ledging his mistake? As far as I under- 
stand it, Mr. Rhodes lied to the Colonia} 
Secretary, and he lied to the Leader 0’ 
the Opposition. He affirmed to every- 
body that he had nothing to do with th: 
raid, and yet it is stated that he acknoy- 
ledged his fault. He admitted his fault 
because of the telegrams, and after he was 
found out. If Mr. Rhodes had been pre 
vented from going back to Rhodesia in 
1896 I believe that almost any terms 
might have been obtained from President 
Kruger in favour of the Uitlanders. In 
allowing Mr. Rhodes to go back, the 
Colonial Secretary committed a gross 
error of judgment, and practically con- 
firmed the suspicions of President 
Kruger. He was known to be an- 
tagonistic to President Kruger, and 
I think it would have been advantageous 
to this Empire had Mr. Rhodes been 
kept from any active part in the admini- 
stration of the Chartered Company. Ws. 
ought to do everything possible to con- 
ciliate the Dutch people. I do not agree 
with the Colonial Secretary in thinking 
that they are inclined to forgive Mr. 
Rhodes. For my part I do not believe 
he has their confidence. I do not think 
that it tends to the well-being of this 
country that a man like Mr. Rhodes, who 
has been convicted of betraying his 
friends, of betraying his Government, 
and of betraying everybody he has had 
anything to do with, should have been 
allowed to remain practically — the 
Governor of Rhodesia. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Burghs): I 
rise, Mr. O’Connor, not with a view of 
entering at large on the great and im- 
portant considerations which were raised 
by the right honourable Gentleman, the 
Leader of the Opposition; but there 
was one point incidentally raised in the 
discussion between my right honourable 
Friend and the Secretary of State which 
ought not to be allowed to pass without 
some observation being made upon it. 
Sir, I do not th'nk it would be creditable 
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to this House that so extraordinarily im- 
portant a change in our fiscal policy as 
that to which the right honourable Gen- 
tleman announced to-night he has given 
his sanction should pass without note 
being emphatically taken of it. I did 
not like to interrupt the right 
honourable Gentleman when he con- 
fronted the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion and myself by saying, “Do 
you, or do you not, approve of the assent 
of Her Majesty’s Government being given 
to the proposal made by Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier on behalf of the Canadian 
Government?” And then the right 
honourable Gentleman seemed to find a 
completely satisfactory retort upon us 
in the fact that Sir Wilfrid Laurier had 
been presented with the gold medal of 
the Cobden Club; and that, if Sir Wil- 
frid Laurier had been thought worthy 
by that body, the repository of the most 
sacred traditions of Free Trade, it might 
be assumed that the step which he is 
now taking was, at all events, not deserv- 
ing of our condemnation. I should have 
liked to point out that the whole posi- 
tion of the right honourable Gentleman 
involved a most complete fallacy. What 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier did was that, as 
Minister of a Protectionist country, he 
agreed on certain conditions to lower 
duties, and the right honourable Gen- 
tleman refers to that as the analogue 
of the proposal made by Mr. Rhodes. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For tis 
COLONIES: Yes, but I do not 
reree with the right honourable 
Gentleman’s description of Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier’s policy. The object which the 
Canadian Minister had in view was to 
give a preference to the Mother Country, 
without intending to give it to other 
corntries. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: That may be. The 
step itself I am not concerned to criti- 
cise. Canada is, as the Leader of the 
Opposition said, a self-governing com- 
munity, and it has a right to make any 
fiscal proposals it likes. But, whatever 
the aims and motives in the minds of 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier and his advisers may 
have been, the step was that of a Pro- 
tectionist country lowering its tariff on 
certain conditions. But the st2p with 
which the right honourable Gent'eman 
compared it is of an entirely opposite 
description. As I understand it, the 
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Chartered Company proposed, and Her 
Majesty’s Government have assented to 
the proposition, that there should be a 
discriminating duty in favour of British 
goods as compared with French, German, 
or any other foreign goods going into 
Rhodesia. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Taz 
COLONIES: The right honourable 
Gentleman, I am afraid, has not 
fcllowed this question very closely. The 
proposal of Mr. Rhodes is that, by the 
constitution, it shall be impossible fo- 
the Government of Rhodesia ever to im- 
pose more than a certain maximum duty 
on British goods. Mr. Rhodes says nothing 
whatever about goods from other coun- 
tries, and refuses to pledge himself with 
regard to them. There is nothing in 
the present proposal about discrimina- 
tion; but Mr. Rhodes absolutely refuses 
to pledge himself for all time that he 
will never make a discrimination. So 
far as the present proposal goes, it is 
only confined to British goods, and says 
nothing whatever about foreign goods, 


Mr. J. MORLEY: My right honourable 
Friend knows as well as I do the history 
of the relations on this question between 
Mr. Rhodes and the late Government. 
My noble Friend Lord Ripon refused 
this offer of Mr. Rhodes on the ground 
that it would involve the approbation 
by Her Majesty’s Government of a dis- 
tinct and almost revolutionary change 
in our fiscal policy, and that he, as 
Secretary of State, objected to so extra- 
ordinary a change being made in con- 
nection with what is, from a commercial 
point of view, a small, narrow, and unim- 
portant area. That, I believe, was the 
argument used by Lord Ripon for declin- 
ing to assent to that offer. Therefore 
it is perfectly clear that the offer was 
intended by Mr. Rhodes, and was under- 
stood by Lord Ripon, as involving— 
and it clearly does involve, even from the 
right honourable Gentleman’s own state- 
ment—the assumption of the liberty by 
a Rhodesian Administration. to dis- 
criminate against foreign goods, when- 
ever they might wish to do so. Of 
course, the Chartered Company can take 
no step of that kind without the positive 
assent of the right honourable Gentle- 
man, and he “has given his assent. 
Therefore the point I have to submit 13 
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—and it is an extremely important one, 
containing within itself the seeds of a 
reversal of our fiscal policy—that the 
right honourable Gentleman has assented, 
not in the case of a self-governing 
colony, where, of course, his powers are 
limited, but in the case of a community 
where he has complete power of veto; 
and after that power was exercised by 
the Government, of which I was a Mem- 
ber, he has assented to the principle 
that a discriminating duty may be im- 
posed against goods imported from 
foreign States as distinguished from the 
Mother Country. I cannot but think 
that that is an important change; and I 
think the sanction given by the right 
honourable Gentleman to that change 
deserves all that was said of it by the 
Leader of the Opposition. It does two 
things. First of all, it puts us in a 
completely false position in reference to 
Germany, France, Russia, and other 
countries, upon whom we are now 
making importunate demands for the 
adoption of a completely Free Trade 
policy; and, in the second place, it 
encourages not only Rhodesia, but all 


other Protectionist Colonies, to believe 
that Her Majesty’s Government have no 
rooted objection to discriminating duties 
in favour of one class of goods as against 


another. I submit that that makes a 
completely new departure. It is true 
that it is at present only potential and 
not actual, but the right honourable 
Gentleman has given up a principle which, 
in our view, no Government of a Free 
Trade community ought even for a 
moment, however indirectly, to surrender. 
As to the gold medal given to Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, to a certain extent the presenta- 
tion was justified, because Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier’s action was a Free Trade step of 
a kind, taken by a Protectionist Govern- 
ment. But there is no sort of analogy 
between the action of the Canadian 
Government and the action proposed by 
the Chartered Company, which I most 
emphatically deny to be justifiable. 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror Tas 
COLONIES : I cannot help thinking that 
this discussion is very premature. 
At the same time the statement of 
the right honourable Gentleman is one 
which will be, in our future Debates, of 
immense importance; and I desire to 
emphasise it as much as it is possible 
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for me to do so. The right honourable 
Gentleman has truly said that this ig 
only a potential power, which has been 
conceded to Rhodesia. All that we haya 
got from Rhodesia is that under no con- 
ceivable circumstances, shall Rhodesia 
impose a Protectionist or differential 
duty on foreign goods. We have not 
pronounced one way or the other on that 
question, but we have left it open. The 
late Government desired to conclude the 
question once for all, and to make it cer- 
tain that Rhodesia, as a British Colony, 
should never, under any circumstances, 
give to the Mother Country a preference 
which she refused to give to any foreign 
country. The late Government desired 
to conclude the question once for all, and 
to make it certain that Rhodesia, as a 
British colony, should never, under any 
circumstances, give to the Mother Country 
a preference which she refused to any 
foreign country. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: I beg your pardon— 
that is not quite the point. Of course 
Rhodesia, as a self-governing Colony, can 
do what it likes; but Rhodesia, as a 
Colony, for the Government of which my 
right honourable Friend is responsible, is 
a totally different thing. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Ta 
COLONIES: Therefore, I will treat 
it as a Crown Colony, because it 
is somewhat in that position. In 
Crown Colonies we have a veto or control 
over legislation. Is it the policy of the 
Opposition that the Colonies shall never 
give to the Mother Country any kind of 
advantage without giving it, at the same 
time, to every other country? Is that 
the policy of the Opposition? We have 
it that it is the policy—I was going to 
say of the Leaders of the Opposition, but 
there, of course, I leave it as a hypothe 
tical question. It is the policy, of 
course, of two of those whom we recog- 
nise as Leaders of the Opposition. Is it 
the policy to which the Opposition itself 
desires to be committed? Is that the 
policy for the first time of the Liberal 
party? Unless it is contradicted. the 
matter will be fairly raised in the House. 
We challenge the Opposition, and if there 
be any of them who differ from this new 
policy, and who do not express themselves 
now, we shall assume that it is their 
policy, and we shall act upon that 
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assumption. The policy of the Opposi- 
tion is that in the case of a Crown 
Colony, at any rate, under no circum- 
stances are the subjects of Her Majesty 
to offer to this country any advantage 
whatever, unless they offer the same ad- 
vantage to every other country. The 
right honourable Gentleman says that 
any opposite proceeding is justly de- 
scribed by the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition, as a 
reversal of our Free Trade policy. I 
deny that absolutely, but I am delighted 
to find that the Opposition are prepared 
to follow their leaders in this direction. 
I say it has no resemblance whatever to 
the policy of the open port and the policy 
of Free Trade. That policy is as 
between nations, and not as between 
branches of the same nation. Why, it is 
one of the objects which we desire to 
establish, and to which it appears the 
Leaders of the Opposition are hostile. 
At any rate, one of the desires we have 
is to establish this friendly communica- 
tion between members of the British 
Empire, from which other nations who 
are strangers and foreigners are not 
necessarily excluded. For no other rea- 
son have we agreed to denounce the 
treaties with Belgium and Germany. 
Then was the time to say that there was 
a reversal of the Free Trade policy. The 
object of denouncing the treaties was to 
allow the Colonies, if they so chose, to 
make terms between themselves and the 
Mother Country which they did not 
make with foreign countries. Then there 
is this pretence about establishing a 
difference between a Crown Colony and a 
self-roverning Colony. In this particular 
instance it is monstrous. Are we not to 
allow to our fellow subjects, because they 
are a Crown Colony, what we gratefully 
accept from members of a self-governing 
Colony? The right honourable Gentle- 
man suggests we should treat them differ- 
ently. No! If we are willing to accept 
this favour and to thank Canada for it, 
and give a gold medal to her Prime 
Minister for having proposed it, then I 
think the next thing is for the Cobden 
Club to give a gold medal to Mr. 
Rhodes. As far as the Government is 
concerned, we are prepared gratefully to 
accept it. The offer is not to make a 
preference in our favour. It is only to 
pledge the Colony not to impose more 
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than the existing Cape duties on British 
products. It does not follow that the 
Colony may not hereafter extend the 
same preference or advantage to other 
countries. But I do not want to go into 
that point. Suppose to-day the proposal 
of Rhodesia was to impose upon foreign 
goods a differential duty as compared 
with the Mother Country. I say we 
should accept it in the same spirit as we 
have accepted the offer of Canada. It 
has nothing whatever to do with the ques- 
tion of the open port. We look forward 
to the time when there will be some pre- 
ference given to the Mother Country by 
her children in return for all that she 
has given them. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: The right honour- 
able Gentleman has expressed some 
exultation in pinning the Opposition to 
a certain view. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: Hear, hear! 


Mr. J. MORLEY: I do not indulge in 
those high emotions of exultation. I 
might feel some satisfaction as a Party 
man, but great dissatisfaction as one 
who ismore than a Party man inthe pro- 
position to which the right honourable 
Gentleman has committed himself. He 
has now committed. himself to a prin- 
ciple which it is quite true he has ad- 
vanced before in public, but when he was 
in a less responsible position—he has 
committed himself to this, that it is a 
sound principle. that a discriminating 
duty might well be imposed by our 
Colonies, whether Crown Colonies or 
Colonies, with a representative or respon- 
sible Government, between the goods im- 
ported from the Mother Country and the 
goods imported from foreign countries. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Is that not 
done in America? 


Mr. J. MORLEY: I am not going to 
argue it, but I do think it is too im- 
portant a deliverance from my right 
honourable Friend, and it shows that I 
was right in calling attention to the 
new departure by the sanction given to 
the’ proposal from Mr. Rhodes. My 
right honourable Friend, and I presume 
the Gentlemen behind him, will assent 
to a proposition which is nothing more 
or less than a proposal, which it was 
reported the right honourable Gentle 
man said “he would not touch again 
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with a pair of tongs.” Would he say 
so now? I daresay he would not, but 
that was the way in which it was re- 
ported. My right honourable rriend has 
introduced or suggested 

Tua SECRETARY or STATE ror tra 
COLONIES: That is a different thing 
altogether. That was a mutual and 
reciprocal arrangement that was under 
discussion with the Colonial Premiers, 
that the Colonies should make a differen- 
tial duty in our favour, and that we 
should make a differential duty in their 
favour ; and, be that right or wrong, it 
is totally different from the present 
policy. The present policy is that the 
Colonies should make a differential duty 
in our favour without demanding any- 
thing in return. 

Mr. J. MORLEY: This general discus- 
sion is one of the most important, from 
my point of view, that could possibly 
engage the attention of this House. My 
right honourable Friend appears to think 
that it would be a good thing for our 
Colonies, whether Crown Colonies or self- 
governing Colonies, to institute discrimi- 
nating duties 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
COLONIES: In favour of the Mother 
Country. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: Yes, of course ; but 
my right honourable Friend has to-night, 
since dinner, surrendered the very prin- 
ciple which is the foundation of our 
whole system of fiscal policy. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: We have heard 
the speech of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Dover, who was _ himself 
on a visit to Africa for two or 
three weeks, or perhaps six weeks, and 
I have always observed that when a 
gentleman goes to a foreign country for 
a couple of weeks. he comes back know- 
ing more than anybody else. Therefore, 
I do not ascribe too much importance to 
his statements in regard to Mr. Rhodes. 
We have also had a speech from the 
Secretary of the Colonies, who seems to 
exhaust himself in laudation of Mr. 
Rhodes and the Chartered Company, and 
he appears in a new roéle. The right 
honourable Gentleman is generally apt 
to defend himself, but he has now opened 
his arms to his enemies. Mr. Rhodes 
has attacked the right honourable Gentle- 
man in the most outrageous fashion at 
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the Committee, but when Mr. Rhodes 
smote him on one cheek, the Colonial 
Secretary turned the other—he seems to 
think only of forgiveness. God forbid | 
should go back to the wrangles and quar. 
rels on that Committee. I was a mem- 
ber of it, and did my best to get q 
clear investigation as to what had taken 
place under the Chartered Company ; but 
I am free to admit that I failed to get at 
the bottom of what occurred in South 
Africa or in this country. The Commit- 
tee broke up without having inquired 
into the financial condition or adminis- 
tration of the Chartered Company, but 
one thing the Committee did do was to 
visit Mr. Rhodes with the severest con- 
demnation—in effect, they said that Mr, 
Rhodes’ conduct had been dishonourable. 
Is any man in the House prepared to as- 
sert that Mr. Rhodes’ conduct was dis- 
honourable. I will only read this very 
short extract. In their Report the Com- 
mittee say— 


“Such a policy once embarked on, inevitably 
involved Mr. Rhodes in grave breaches of duty 
to those to whom he owed allegiance. He 
deceived the High Commissioner, representing 
the Imperial Government; he concealed his 
views from his colleagues in the Colonial 
Ministry, and from the Board of the British 
South Africa Company; and led his subordi- 
nates to believe that his plans were approved 
by his superiors.” 


Is there any honourable Gentleman in 
this House who is prepared to assert that 
that was honourable conduct? Is there 
any person prepared to deny that that 
was dishonourable conduct? The only 
person who does that is the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, 
who did it in a speech last Session, but 
that was due to his kind and forgiving 
temperament, and it was the only way 
in which he could show that he forgave 
Mr. Rhodes. But Mr. Rhodes not only 
deceived those sitting here to-night; he 
did more—and this I never will forgive 
him—he deceived the Colonial Secre- 
tary; he took advantage of the right 
honourable Gentleman’s confiding nature, 
and tried in every way to persuade pet- 
sons that the right honourable Gentle- 
man was connected with this raid. For 
my part, I have not that dislike of con- 
spirators that some persons in this House 
may have. I can conceive a most respect- 
able conspirator; I can conceive occa 
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idea that it would be possible that Mr. 
Rhodes, after their severe condemnation 
of him, would again have been appointed 
by the sharcholders a director of the 
company, t! would have insisted on 
something being put into their report to 
say that he ought not to be a director. 
The right honourable Gentleman asks 
if we want to punish Mr. Rhodes. In 
the sense of punishment, doing an injury 
to him, I do not, but I do think, as Mr. 
Rhodes conducted himself in this fashion, 
and as it was a dangerous example to 
set to all men in his position in our 
Colonies, that we ought to have punished 
him so far as not to allow him to have 
connection with this particular com- 
peny, not to do him personal harm, but 
as a mark of our reprobation, and as a 
recommendation to others not to act 
in the same fashion. The right honour- 
able Gentleman says, “Do you con- 
sider that Mr. Rhodes is dangerous as a 
director of this company?” I answer 
that I do consider him dangerous as a 
director of the company, not so much 
from any possibility of his being able to 
renew his raid against the Transvaal, 
but because the fact of his being a direc- 
tor produces that racial feeling between 
Dutch and English at the Cape which 
we all deprecate. Therefore, I think 
Mr. Rhodes is dangerous in the sense 
that all this racial feeling in the Trans- 
vaal is a danger to the Empire, and 
ought to be avoided. The company is a 
Chartered Company ; you cannot get out 
of that. There is a connection between 
the Government and this company which 
does not exist between the Government 
and any other company. The company 
is granted a Royal Charter, and that 
Charter does involve our responsibility 
so far that we are bound, if we really do 
consider that a man as a director has 
acted in a manner that brought danger 
and harm upon the British Empire, 
to insist upon his being no longer a 
director of that company. The right 
honourable Gentleman tho Secretary for 
the Colonies seems to suggest to the 
directors that the shareholders have a 


they 
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right to nominate whom they please, 
but I point out that, by the Charter, 


they are not allowed to do s0. 
said in the Charter that 
be a director a 
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a naturalised British subject. You 
therefore put limitations upon the com- 
pany, because of the connection and the 
responsibility that exist on the part of 
the Government towards the Company. 
With regard to the Matabele war, I have 
no doubt that, if the Matabeli had been 
well and properly governed, they would 
have been gained over, and would not 
have broken out in rebellion. It is be- 
cause you stole their cattle, and subjected 
them to forced labour, and having done 
that, you took away the police, and 
they seized upon the opportunity to break 
out into rebellion. I do not think that 
nany honourable Members will contest the 
fact that if it had not been for the raid. 
there would not, in all probability, have 
been a rebellion, or, at any rate, it would 
not have attained such proportions. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Seere- 
tary for the Colonies denied that there 
had been any atrocities in the war. I 
can only say that I read with interest a 
speech of the honourable Member for the 
University of Dublin, in which the 
honourable Gentleman, although he did 
not take the same views as I do, treated 
it as a fact that a large number of these 
Matabeli had been killed in a cave by 
dynamite, and the honourable Member 
himself protested against that action. I 
do not ask the House to take my view, 
but I think that, after a statement like 
that is made and commented upon by 2 
genileman of the calm philosophic temper 
of the honourable Member for the Uni- 
versity of Dublin, it ought to obtain 
credence in this House. The right 
honourable Gentleman seemed almost 
under the impression that the conduct of 
the Chartered Company towards the 
natives 


Mr. W. E. H. LECKY (Dublin TUni- 
versity): If the honourable Member is 
referring to me, I made no such state 
ment. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I was anxious to 
have the right honourable Member as @ 
witness. 


Mr. LECKY: I have never alluded to 
it. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: That is a mere 
detail. While the Committee was sitting 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
the Rushcliffe Division made it his busi- 
ness to go into the statements with 

















625 Supply. 


regard to the atrocities, and he was fully 
convinced that they were proved up to 
the hilt. The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Secretary for the Colonies seems 
to.be under the impression that the con- 
duct of the Chartered Company towards 
the natives was laudable, and he says 
that slavery does not exist, but only the 
corvée, by which, for three months in the 
year, the native chiefs are compelled to 
supply a certain number of their 
followers to the colonists, and that 
these men are obliged to work 
during these three months. The 
right honourable Gentleman thinks 
that was so. Perhaps they had other 
means of living, for they were living 
amongst their own tribe. They were 
cultivating their fields, and were perfectly 
undesirous of earning anything more in 
the mines. Do we really suppose— 
sincerely suppose—that when the 
colonists or the company insisted upon 
these tribes sending their men to work 
in the mines they were actuated by 
any desire for the benefit of the unfor- 
tunate people themselves, and not 
because they had entered into vast specu- 
lations with regard to these mines, and 
that they found great difficulty in getting 
free labour, and so they insisted upon 
having forced labour? The right honour- 
able Gentleman says that with these 
negroes: 








Mr. LECKY: They are not negroes. 


. Mr. LABOUCHERE: Verv well, I 
will call them blacks. The right honour- 
able Gentleman says that with regard to 
these blacks you must use “stimulus, 
inducement, and pressure.” Now, what 
was this stimulus, inducement, and pres- 
sure? What does it mean? It means a 
hippopotamus whip, and that they were 
to be beaten with it. Sir, we know per- 
fectly well what are the sentiments enter- 
tained by Mr. Rhodes in regard to these 
matters. Mr. Rhodes said that this 
country was being ruined owing to the 
prevalence of Exeter Hall fads. Now, I 
am not a frequent attender at Exeter 
Hall myself, but, without being an 
attendant there, I am in favour of the 
old rule, which is that no individual 
under the British flag shall be forced to 
work unless he chooses to work himself. 
I recognise no right to levy a tax upon 
these people, and then to tell the chiefs 
that it is absolutely necessarv for them 
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to send a certain number of their men 
to work in the mines in order to enable 
the tribe to pay their tax. We have 
seen what takes place with these taxes, 
and for my part I think one of the 
greatest mistakes of the Chartered Com- 
pany was their endeavour to levy this 
tax, which was done solely for the pur- 
pose of exercising “ stimulus, inducement, 
and pressure” upon these men, who only 
have the little food they are able to 
procure, and yet they were obliged to 
go and work in the mines in order to 
pay this tax. And now about the new 
arrangements of the right honourable 
Gentleman. Sir, I admit fully the very 
great difficulties that the right honour- 
able Gentleman was under. I for my 
part agree entirely with him when he 
says that he does not think anyone in 
this House would wish that the charter 
should have been abolished. It might have 
been well to have abolished it immediately 
after the raid, but the thing having gone 
on a year or two since. it would be an 
unwise thing to abolish the charter now. 
I do think this, however, that the right . 
honourable Gentleman ought to have 
taken more strict control than he did 
over the acts and doings of the Chartered 
Company. The Chartered Company, it 
must be remembered, is absolutely para- 
mount, and master there in a much 
greater sense than the Government of any 
other country. The company owns the 
entire land, and everybody there is de- 
pendent upon the Chartered Company. 
Therefore, we ought not only to have a 
resident Commissioner, but we ought to 
have given that resident Commissioner 
an opportunity to find out what was 
going on in different parts of the country 
by having a number of subordinates de- 
pendent upon him, and independent er- 
tirely of the company, spread all over the 
country. You have got towns, and these 
towns are to have municipal powers ; 
and how in the world can it be possible 
that one Commissioner living at Bulawayo 
can have eyes and ears to all that goes 
on in that country? I think it is ex- 
ceedingly probable that there will be 
cases in connection with the administra- 
tion in which he ought to interfere, but 
with which he will not be able to from 
the fact that he has not known of thein. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for Dover indulged in a very 
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flowery statement in regard to the 
finances of the company. I should not 
have alluded to that but for the right 
honourable Gentleman himself having 
done so; but he tells us that this is a 
specious financial paradise as well as a 
paradise in everything else; and when 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary tells us that Europeans 
can live there, then I think it is well to 
say one or two words about the finances, 
all the more so on account of the sugges- 
tion that is made in the report of the 
directors, that an account is to be kept, 
and that the huge debt they have in- 
curred is to be handed over to the nation. 
We know what that means. The object 
is not to hand it over to the settlers, for 
the settlers will not be found there if 
there is no gold, but in some sort of way 
to recognise self-government in that 
dependency, and take over and guarantee 
ourselves this debt. Sir, you hase 
got at the present moment, taking 
the amount of this new  arrange- 
ment, cne million’ shares’ about 
to be issued. The capital of the com- 

any that has been received is 


£8,741,000. The company has expended 
large amounts in paying for concessions, 
and it is to be remembered that it has 
been paying enormous sums in every 
case, either to the directors or to the 


promoters of the company, and pay- 
ing in concessions in excess of 
administration cost far above the 
amount of taxes received. The Mata- 
bele war cost £4,655,000. The accounts 
are very much muddled, and I have 
called the attention of the right honour- 
able Gentleman to this. The right 
honourable Gentleman understands 
accounts himself, and I am_= sure 
he must have himself found some difti- 
culty in following these accounts, and 
the reason of it is that the revenue and 
capital accounta are mixed up together 
So far as I can see, the last account of 
1897 shows positively in the account of 
the expenditure on governing the country 
no item for the police; and yet there 
must hava been an item for the police 
which ought to come in the revenue. 
I only mention this detail, because I do 
think that, if we are to have these 
‘eccounts presented by the Colonial Office 
to the House of Commons, we ought to 
have them in a clear form. The ques 
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tion of the assets of the company would 
be practically unimportant to us, how- 
ever important they might be to the 
shareholders, were it not for the state 
ment that they contemplate handing 
over this vast debt to the settlers. 
Now, the right honourable Gentleman, 
in discussing that, said he did not 
oxpress his approval of it, but did the 
right honourable Gentleman express his 
disapproval of it? That J did not gather. 
And, surely, when Mr. Rhodes had made 
the statement that this £6,000,000—he 
put it at £6,000,000—was to be handed 
over as a debt to the settlers—that is to 
say, asa debt we ourselves should pay— 
when he had done this, as the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Monmouthshire stated, obviously to puff 
his shares in the market and get them 
off as fresh shares, surely the righi 
honourable Gentleman ought to have 
got up and said that he had never heard 
of so monstrous a proposal. Then, Sir, 
the right honourable Gentleman was 
somewhat vague in what he was prepared 
to do in regard to this suggestion that 
we should guarantee £2,006,000 for a 
railroad to be built beyond the Zambesi. 
Now, this railroad will not run through 
English territory, for it would have to 
run through the territory of the Congo 
State. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Not at all. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then I really 
do not know what hanpens in Africa. 
Here was the right honourable 
Gentleman comparing this to the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway. He said that this 
railroad would develop as the Canadian 
Pacific Railway had developed. But 
that was built in a country where 
colonists could settle, and where they 
could live, and it was to connect the 
Pacific with the Atlantic Ocean. No 
doubt the Canadian Pacific Railway was 
of enormous advantage to Canada, but 
to say, because the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way was of advantage to Canada, we are, 
therefore, to spend £2,000,000, or to 
guarantee £2,000,000 in order to make 
a railroad in a territory where Europeans 
cannot live 

*Mr. PAULTON: Yes they can. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: But has the 
honourable Gentleman tried it? 


*Mr. PAULTON: Yes, I have. 
Mr. Labouchere. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then the 
honcurable Gentleman was not there 
long enough. 
*Mx. PAULTON: I was there long 
enough, for I stayed three months. I 
was tlere quite long enough to form 
somo judgment of it. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: The henourable 
Gentlkman was there three ionths, 
and in that three months he is able to 


form a conclusion whether Huropean 
colonists can go there, and whether they 
can bring up children there. They may 
go there as they goto India, but surely 
they would not be agricultural colonists 


living with the intention of remaining 
in that country. I think that a more 
monstrous thing that this proposal to 
guarentes £2,000,000 cannot well be 
imagined. We are told that the Govern- 
ment are considering the matter. Well, 
a Government that considers a matter is 
lost. I have not the slightest doubt 
that the result of the Government con- 
sidering the matter will be—if the 
Government remains a sufficiently long 
time in power—that we shall be called 
upon to make this expenditure. I really 
do not know what Mr. Rhodes could not 
ask for which the right honourable 
Gentleman would not give him. Here 
is this railroad to be made through the 
country, and there are hardly any Euro- 
peans there, and the country is not 
settled. If the country belonged to the 
Chartered Company, that company would 
gain enormously by this railroad; and 
we are asked, without knowing whether 
it will be settled, without knowing what 
is to bs introduced into that country, 
and whether produce can be brought to 
the coast, and shipped to other coun- 
tries—we are asked to guarantee a 
railroad—that is, practically, to make 
this long railroad. If it pays, the benefit 
is to go to the Chartered Company ; and, 
if it does not pay, the loss is to be ours. 
Ido not complain so much of the arrange 
ment of the right honourable Gentleman 
in regard to the Chartered Company 
in the matter of appointing Mr. Rhodes, 
Mr. Maguire, or some other gentleman, 
or anybody else. I saw it was 
proposed to elect Mr. Beit, but he 
said he had reasons not to stand. 
Ido think that the Colonial Secretary’s 
statement in regard to forced labour of 
the Africans was perfectly horrible. The 
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right honourable Gentleman ignored all 
the principles wpon which the Liberal 
Party has taken its stand for years and 
years. If honourable Gentlemen can 
show me any single case 20 years 
ago anywhere where the British flag 
flies in which we sent men _belong- 
ing to the tribes to work in the 
mines, I shall be glad to _ hear 
of it; all I can say is that I do not know 
of such a case. What I do know is that 
when the Spaniards went to America 
they did the same thing—it was the 
system of repartementos. I have 
again and again seen in books—although 
perhaps the right honourable Gentleman 
has not seen it—denunciations from every 
class of Englishmen against the cruelty 
and atrocities of the Spaniards in this 
matter. 


*Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
At this time of night it would be unpar- 
donable to address the Committee at 
any length. I will endeavour, as far as 
possible, to avoid either that fault or the 
fault of saying over and over again 
what has been already said. The real 
question before us now is whether the 
Chartered Company should be main- 
tained ; and, if so, under what conditions. 
My right honourable Friend the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies, in his 
powerful speech, said that chartered 
companies were at present in disfavou”; 
I do not know how that is; for my ow.. 
part. I have always felt that it is impos- 
sible to lay down any fixed rule as to 
chartered companies; they must be 
judged according to the circumstances 
in which they are placed, and the condi- 
tions under which they work; and wo 
must always recognise that, even if a 
chartered company does not fulfil every- 
thing you desire, you may have to put 
up with something equally unsatisfactory, 
do what you will. That is a problem 
which we have long had before us, and 
I do not regret that it should be so. 
There are adventurous spirits of our race 
who will go out into the wilderness ; 
they carry with them certain obligations 
and certain rights ; they may involve you 
in circumstances where they may make 
a valid claim to your protection, and it 
is of interest to you in one way or 
another to maintain some organisatioa 
that shall reduce their action to some 
form, and make it faithful to some 
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principles. You cannot set up at once a 
responsible Government wherever a few 
roving adventurers may go. You cannot 
at once set up a Crown Colony ; sometimes 
you have to leave them entirely and 
absolutely alone. If you find a certain 
number of them who have ventured into 
the wilderness coming to you and sug- 
gesting that, under certain conditions, 
they shall be organised with powers of 
mutual control, powers of regulation of 
government; if they give you anything 
like satisfactory tests of their future con- 
duct, and if the principles of their asso- 
ciations are such as to give some proba- 
bility of their fulfilling their promises, 
it may often happen—it has often hap- 
pened—that the best thing you can do is 
to give these people a charter, and give 
them an inchoate political status. There 
have been companies in the past that have 
done great work, sometimes under severe 
criticism, but sometimes rising, I think, 
to the height of most men’s desires. 
There is the history of the East India 
Company ; if that is compared with the 
action of a Crown Agent in a similar 
period, I doubt whether, judged by that 
standard—the fair standard of compari- 
son—the East India Company would 
have been found very faulty, and cer- 
tainly long before it was extinguished 
it had purged itself of many of the evils 
of the period in which it came into exis- 
tence. As to the circumstances which 
brought about its extinction, it was no 
more responsible for them than the 
Government at home. There had been 
a great misfortune, a great mutiny, and 
the East India Company went under ; 
but the East India Company was no more 
responsible for that mutiny than the 
Board of Control. Another comparison 
with the Chartered Company we are now 
dealing with will be more appropriate, 
because it is concerned with 
what similar problems. I 
to the Hudson Bay Company 
it had outlived its period of storm 
and stress, and I have always 
understood, and I believe rightly, that 
the government of the Hudson Bay 
Company with respect to the natives of 
North America. was a pattern to the sur- 
rounding communities in their conduct 
towards those tribes. Well, we have the 
question before us of this Chartered Com- 
pany. You cannot lay down any abso- 
lute rule; you must détermine your 
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action by what it has done in the past, 
what it is now likely to do, and what 
you can look forward to its doing. Ag 
to what it has done, I think we havo 
ground of complaint. That terrible Com- 
mittee of last year had a double duty to 
do. It had a duty jto consider ‘and 
report upon what change, if any, should 
be effected in the constitution of the 
Chartered Company. It did not dis 
charge that duty at all; it ignored it 
completely. They said that they had 
before them a Report of Sir Richard 
Martin. The Chartered Company wanted 
to make an answer to that Report, but 
the Committee said that that would take 
a great deal of time, and they did not 
recommend that they should be called 
together again, in order to obtain the 
materials that might be so valuable, and 
they did not fulfil the task that was 
given them. That is almost, I think, 


unprecedented in the history of Parlia- 
ment—that we should be asked to under- 
take the solution of a great problem 
without any materials being supplied to 
us, without the Report of any Select 
Committee, or by the Goveriiment itself. 
We have got Sir Richard Martin’s Report 


and Lord Grey’s reply, and these are 
the only materials upon which we caa 
fcrm our judgment as to what the action 
of the Chartered Company has been in 
the past. Is there anything else? What 
is the history of the company laid before 
us authentically upon which we can pro- 
nounce judgment? With respect to the 
Chartered Company, you must consider 
its conduct by comparison with what 
may have subsequently followed Sir 
Richard Martin’s Report is right in 
respect of forced labour. Disguise it how 
you will, the effect is this: that tho 
company, for itself or for any others 
wanting labour, did apply, through an 
organisation set up for the purpose, ts 
the indunas, and called upon them to 
supply a certain number of labourers, 
and when they could not supply them 
themselves, the police of the company 
was called upon in order to compel these 
people to come. There was no compul- 
sion, only they must; the burden was 
put upon them, and they had to go, and 
when they got there they were forced 
to remain at work. If there had been 
a Crown Colony in Rhodesia, if there had 
been a self-governing Colony there, we 
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should have had no organisation of that 
kind at all—that would be quite impos- 
sible. Therefore, if a repetition of that 
kind of thing is made in the future, if 
there is to be a choice between a char- 
tered company and a Crown Colony, that 
choice is very clearly in favour of the 
Crown Colony. If it had been a Crowa 
Colony it would have been impossible 
to have had that system of forced labour 
in existence, or to have this organisation 
for obtaining forced labour. As to the 
future, what are to be the changes that 
are to be made? My right honourable 
Friend the Colonial Secretary has pro- 
posed certain changes, which will pro- 
bably be made in the amended 
Charter. There will, in the future, be a 
change in the legislative body from 
London to Rhodesia. A legislative body 
is to be set up as to which I observe 
my right honourable Friend has not 
very much confidence as to the character 
of the legislation it will adopt; but he 
has reserved power to override any 
legislation. or to set it aside. He has 
also proposed that there should be a 
Resident Commissioner, who shall be able 
to assist at the sittings of the Councils, 
without voting at the Councils, and shall 
be able to call for any information he 
desires, and he will be in direct com- 
munication with the High Commissioner 
and with the Government at home. 
Some criticism has been passed upon this 
Resident Commissioner, that he is not 
entitled to call upon every agent of the 
company in the Colony to answer for 
anything he does, and that he is not 
entitled to vote at meetings of the Coun- 
cil. I entirely accept the answer of my 
right honourable Friend to this criticism. 
It would be impossible for the company 
to work at all. if this Resident Commis- 
sioner had the power of interfering with 
every magistrate and every agent 
throughout the territory. You could not 
have any cohesion if you had this dis 
turbing power introduced upon every 
occasion. Nor do I in the least 
desire that such a person should be able 
to vote on the Council. He has much 
greater power if he can tell the Council 
what his views are, and if he has behind 
him an authority to which he can appeal, 
and which authority can not only set 
aside the work of the Council, but can 
entirely undo it and set up decrees of its 
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own. But the position of this Resident 
Commissioner will be a very trying one. 
I suppose my right honourable Friend is 
not able to tell us whom he will appoint. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Tue 


Supply. 


COLONIES: Yes; I intended to 
give an answer to that question 
put by the honourable Gentleman 


the Member for Rushcliffe, but I forgot to 
do so in the course of my speech. The 
Government propose to appoint for this 
very important office. Sir Marshall 
Clarke, who has a most distinguished 
record, and who has been most success- 
ful in Basutoland and again in Zululand. 
He has a full acquaintance with the 
natives, and wherever he has been has 
obtained the confidence, both of the 
natives and of the white people. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: I am delighted t0 
have elicited that information. If I have 
done nothing else, I may claim the grati- 
tude of the Committee for having brought 
that out. I have the honour of knowing 
Sir Marshall Clarke, and I have the 
greatest regard for him. He has done 
all that my right honourable Friend hag 
said, and he is a person who may be 
thoroughly trusted to hold his own, and 
he will do all we want him to do, I am 
sure. I hope he will be able to be fol- 
lowed in due time by others eqnally 
worthy, but I confess I have not met 
with many in the history of South Africa 
who can be put on the same level as Sir 
Marshall Clarke. I am delighted to hear 
that he is to be in this position of 
Resident Commissioner, and I confess 
that the organisation proposed by my 
right honourable Friend, backed by the 
presence of such a person as Sir Marshall 
Clarke, will be an organisation that, I 
think, in itself, if there were nothing 
more, might be trusted to conduct the 
government of the territory in a 
manner satisfactory to all concerned. 
But then there comes the painful ques- 
tion of the reappearance of Mr. Rhodes. 
I myself may claim to have approached 
the career of Mr. Rhodes in a perfectly 
dispassionate mood. Mr. Rhodes held 
a very difficult position et the Cape, 
and his great policy of past years 
was a policy of bringing together 
the two races in South Africa which 
had been separated by unhappy dis- 
cords in the past. I entirely approved 
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of that policy. I recognised, as I thought, 
that in Mr. Rhodes there was a man who 
had got true policy, and who was steadily 
carrying it through under very difficult 
circumstances with great forbearance and 
great discrimination. This will be a 
great surprise to the honourable Member 
for Sheffield, who thinks that I am so 
identified with President Kruger. It, of 
course, meant that Mr. Rhodes was 
willing to put himself upon what I have 
always recognised as the lower level of 
Boer morality with regard to their con- 
duct and dealings towards the natives 
as contrasted with the English morality. 
I have always recognised that as a lower 
level, and Mr. Rhodes, in his desire to 
bring the two races together, necessarily 
accommodated himself to that lower level, 
and sought, as I thought with great 
forbearance and patience, to bring the 
races together by raising* the lower level 
up to the higher state of things which 
he cherished on his part, practising a 
larger toleration, a toleration which I 
do not think it irreverent to compare to 
that of God Almighty, who endures many 
things He would have come to an end. 
I followed his career in the past 
with great interest, and with much 
sympathy, and it was not until that fatal 
raid, which exposed not only a moral 
defect, but an intellectual defect, that it 
appeared to me that he put himself in 
an impossible position to be associated 
with the future Government of Africa. 
Apart from the whole moral question, 
upon which much need not be said, 1 
consider that this attempt to carry out 
a fu.cible seizure of the Transvaal indi- 
cated an intellectual defect on the part 
of Mr. Rhodes. I do not speak this of 
myself alone ; I say it after consultation 
with men of very different opinions, very 
different habits, and of very different 
traditions, who are connected with South 
Africa. If he had a real understanding 
of what he had been working amongst for 
sO many years, and of the conduct and 
character of the two races, he could not 
conceive that the enterprise was even 
momentarily possible, or, if it could for 
the moment have been realised, that it 
could have been maintained. He showed 
himself there as a person who ought not 
to be trusted, because after the fullest 
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possible acquaintance with the raceg 
before him, he lost sight of the traditions, 
and departed from the policy in which 
he had formerly engaged, and set apart 
those races which we hoped he was: 
struggling to bring together; and that 
exists to this hour. It is quite true that 
there has been an election for the Legis- 
lative Council, and that he has got a 
majority in it, and that he has gat 
some Dutchmen amongst his followers in 
that majority, and that, whether he 
succeeds in getting a majority in the 
legislative assembly or not, he will have 
a large amount of authority in the 
government of the country. But he will 
have the raid in the Transvaal against 
him, and the Dutch of the Orange Free 
State, and a large minority in the colony 
whom he has severed. He has divided 
these people, and putting him into 
authority again will, instead of healing 
up this division, only keep it fresh and 
open. I have spoken of what I consider 
the intellectual mistake of the enterprise 
which Mr. Rhodes provoked, and upon 
that ground alone I should regret the 
fact that he had been restored to his: 
position. Of course, I recognise with 
my honourable Friend the Colonial Secre- 
tary that, whether he be on the board 
of the Chartered Company or not, so 
long as the Chartered Company exists 
he will be the person behind it. He is 
there by virtue of his position in the 
company, and whether he is on the board 
or not he will be the master spirit of 
the company; and we must recognise 
that, after the elections to which I have 
referred, he is, and remains, in the 
history of South Africa still a person of 
ereat importance, all of which reasons 
may render it essential to allow him te 
be on the board of the company. 
But to continue the Chartered Com- 
pany as that company is continuing 
is to raise an argument to bring 
the company as a governing power 
to an end as soon as possible. It may 
bo said that the company, checked by 
such a man as Sir Marshall Clarke, 
might be suffered to conduct the future 
government of the territory, but as soon 
as you allow Mr. Rhodes to associate 
himself with Sir Marshall Clarke in 
the government of the territory, the 
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balance of that argument, in my opinion, 
is drawn the other way. My recollection 
was drawn just now by an animated 
passage of arms between my right 
honourable Friend tne Secretary to the 
Colonies and my right honourable 
Friend opposite to another point 
in Mr. Rhodes’ action. It appeared 
to me that his speech—it may 
be rank blasphemy on my part to say 
s0, but I am going to say it all the same 
—it appeared to me his speech in the 
City was one of the most puzzle-headed 
performances I ever heard. The extra- 
ordinary manner in which he persuaded 
himself that 50 per cent. duty on a gold 
mine was a favourable thing all round! 
I think one thing was not very clear, so 
far as the poor Boers or President 
Kruger was concerned. I do not think 
that President Kruger would be sorry to 
exchange for that 50 per cent. duty the 
very reasonable payment he gets now. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: My _ right honourable 
Friend is in error. It is not 50 per cent. 
on the output; it is 50 per cent. on the 
vendors’ rights. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: That is the same 
thing, so far as I can understand. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
COLONIES: I think, perhaps, I can ex- 
press it better in this way: the vendors’ 
rights are at a premium, and half what 
they get goes to the company, but not 
half the output of the gold from the 
mines. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: Half what would 
be realised by the sale of the mine, 
which, if properly valued, comes to the 
same thing. Now, I pass on to the point 
which caused the passage of arms just 
now. I should not, I feel, do justice to 
myself if I did not say a word in relation 
to this point. It was raised by my 
honourable Friend the Member for West 
Monmouth, who pointed out that in con- 
senting, as my right honourable Friend 
the Colonial Secretary has consented, to 
put into the Charter a clause prohibiting 
the Government of the territory from 
imposing any higher duties upon British 
products than are at present levied in 
Cape Colony—in consenting to that con- 
dition, the doctrine of Free Trade is given 
up, and that it is quite at variance with 
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the principle which we were advocating: 
when we claimed the “open port” 
and equality of opportunity in respect to 
China. My right honourable Friend pro- 
tested vehemently that there was no. 
question of Free Trade at all, and that we 
were not giving up the doctrine of free 
trade; and that if we were, we were 
giving it up in order to reduce these 
duties on British products. He referred 
also to the parallel case of Canada, and 
argued that if assent to the proposed 
clause in the Charter was to be condemned 
consent to the recent Canadian legislation 
must be condemned also. I think there 
is some confusion here. In the case of 
Canada you have two conflicting principles. 
brought before you. The first principle 
you have is that of enforcing, rightly or 
wrongly, what you consider to be @ 
measure of free trade, and next the 
principle of yielding obedience to the 
will of a fully emancipated colony. 
Canada is a fully emancipated colony, 
and, having made her request to 
us, the Government, recognising the 
rights of a fuHy emancipated colony, 
allowed them the liberty to do those 
things which, as free traders, we recog- 
niso or regard as being injudicious ; but 
it does not follow because the Govern- 
ment have recognised the right of an 
emancipated colony to do it that the 
conflicting duty is the same in the case- 
of a Crown colony, and still less is it the 
same in the case of a chartered com- 
pany. Supposing you allow a fully 
grown-up son, whose will you cannot with- 
stand, to do certain things, you do not 
take the same stand with a boy in his 
teens, and still less with a boy of nine 
years of age. Even if Canada had wished, 
as a large portion of the Colonies did 
wish not very long ago, to enforce pre- 
ferential duties against us instead of im 
our favour, you would have had to yield 
to that wish; but in the case of a Crown 
colony, and still more in a chartered’ 
company, the circumstances are entirely 
If you recognise that this principle is 
inconsistent with Free Trade, you are 
bound to repudiate the application of it 
in this case. Now, it is said that the 
doctrine of the “open door” cannot be 
maintained in respect of every country. 
You say it is a great thing with respect 
to foreign countries like China, but 
equality of opportunity in South Africas 
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is a very different matter, and is there to 
be disregarded. I should like to know 
how you could look your opponents in 
the face and say: “Although we claim 
in China equality of opportunity, in 
South Africa we do not intend to allow 
equality of opportunity.” 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tre 
COLONIES: Does my right honourable 
Friend attribute that doctrine to me? 

*Mr. COURTNEY: No. What my 
right honourable Friend says is this: 
that as between different divisions of the 
same political organisation—the British 
Empire—there is no departure from Free 
Trade, although there is differential 
treatment of one part of it, as against the 
outside public. That is his point. Now, 
I say, if that is true, it does not depend 
on the different communities which 
make up the British Empire, but the 
same thing is true of the different classes 
which make up the people of that Em- 
pire; and it is, therefore, no departure 
from Free Trade to say to the agricul- 
turists of Great Britain: “ We will under- 
take that your produce shall not be taxed 
on the same level as we tax the produce 
of foreign countries.” It is a mere 
accident, so to speak, which my 
right honourable Friend would doubt- 
less like to get rid of, that these divisions 
exist between different communities and 
different outlying portions of the Empire. 
Imagine them fused all into one, and 
then the argument is plain, that any 
treatment for the reduction of duties 
between one part and the rest is the same 
thing in principle as imposing duties upon 
the produce of a foreign country as 
against the produce of your own country. 
When you say that the agricultural pro- 
ducers in. this country shall be treated on 
the same footing as the agricultural pro- 
ducers of foreign countries, that is the 
principle of Free Trade. We tax spirits, 
but we tax foreign spirits in precisely the 
same way, so that there is absolutely the 
same quality of treatment as between the 
people of these islands and the people of 
foreign countries. That is Free Trade. 
A good many people do not like it, but 
that is Free Trade. But if you mean to 
establish in Rhodesia a disparity of duties 
in respect of the commodities produced 
there, which will be in our favour and 
against the foreigner, you will have there 
a departure from Free Trade. These 
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remarks, perhaps, may be thought to be 
rather savouring of a debating society; 
but my honourable and learned Friend, 
who seems to assent to that suggestion, 
did not witness the energy of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Secretary for 
the Colonies in dilating upon this ques- 
tion, and you must lay the blame upon 
him. Now I take my stand as an honest 
man in the matter. My right honourable 
Friend has referred to the presentation, 
by the Cobden Club, of a gold medal to 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, adding he was thus 
recognised by the highest authority as an 
eminent Free Trader. I am an honorary 
member of that club, but I have never 
been an ordinary member, and I have 
never associated myself with any one of 
its actions; and when I read that a gold 
medal had been presented to Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, I could not but think that the 
Cobden Club had committed a bétise. Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier is a person of eminence 
and great standing, and a man who pos 
sesses fine rhetorical powers ; but whether 
he is a master of political economy or of 
the principles of Free Trade I do not 
know. But I am certain that his action 
in proposing to reduce the duties on Bri- 
tish produce imported into the Dominion 
of Canada was not of a character which 
would have recommended itself to Mr. 
Cobden. I think he would not have 
accepted its Mr. Cobden would have 
known a good deal better than that, 
and he would have been the last to 
approve of it. Now, Sir, I must draw my 
remarks to a conclusion. I have said, and 
I repeat it, that if the Chartered Com- 
pany could have been kept apart from 
the reintroduction of Mr. Rhodes, and 
could have been overlooked by such a 
man as Sir Marshall Clarke, you might 
then have gone on. content with the exist- 
ence of the Charter; but inasmuch as 
Mr. Rhodes is by the very necessity of 
the case re-imported—TI lay no blame on 
my right honourable Friend for allowing 
him to be re-elected—but as he is brought 
back again, and as the constitution of the 
company is one which lends itself to mere 
trade and speculation, and that does not 
conduce naturally and simply to good 
eovernment and real organisation of 
territory, then I say the point of view 
which must be assumed with respect to 
this problem now. is not the immediate 
withdrawal of the Charter from the com- 
pany, but a recognition of the fact that 
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jt must be withdrawn as soon as circum- 
stances will allow it conveniently to be 
done. Then, instead of acquiescing in 
the position of allowing the company to 
rule, it will become the duty of the states- 
man who has this matter in band to take 
the earliest possibie opportunity of sub- 
stituting for the action of the company 
checked by the Government the action 
of the Government checked by such local 
circumstances as will always very strongly 
influence and modify the action of a 
Government. That is the conclusion to 
which I am somewhat reluctantly drawn, 
because I recognise that whenever the 
withdrawal of the privileges of the Char- 
tered Company comes to pass, we shall 
be undertaking great duties coupled with 
great expense, though that is compara- 
tively a small matter; and we shall be 
hampered with a feeling that we are not 
fulfilling those duties as we should desire. 
But I repeat that in these Colonial ques- 
tions you have to be satisfied much too 
often with second best. You must take 
what you can get, and you must practise 
toleration, so far ag it is necessary to 
carry administration along with it. Here 
the circumstances of the case lead me to 
the conclusion that in the not distant 
future it will be the duty of this Parlia- 
ment to insist upon the withdrawal of the 
present governing privileges of the South 
Africa Company. 


Mr SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): Mr. Lowther, the Com- 
mittee has listened with great interest 
to the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman who has just sat down, and 
to several of the other speeches which 
have veen delivered in the course of this 
Debate, but I do not think much light 
has beea thrown on the future possibili- 
ties and present condition of the country 
under consideration. I must sav that I 
totally differ from what was said by the 
honourable Gentleman who opened the 
Debate as to outrages which were alleged 
to have been committed during the rising 
at Bulawayo, and I think many honour- 
able Members will be disposed to admit 
that far worse outrages and tortures than 
those suggested are sometimes inflicted 
in this country on poor children put out 
to nurse, and that there is no ground 
whatever for the idea that the settlers 
in Rhodesia are a hard-hearted 
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brutal race. I have seen something of 
them and their country, and I can acquit 
them of any such accusation. Another 
point on which I can speak from my own 
observation relates to the present agri- 
cultural condition of the country, and I 
think honourable Members ought to 
know that there are very many thou- 
sands of acres under cultivation in 
Rhodesia and on which Kaffir corn and 
mealies are grown. A great part of the 
country, which I seen for myself, is 
remarkably well adapted for growing corn, 
and would support a very large popula 
tion. If, as we hope, this country takes 
over Rhodesia with the view of pro- 
moting self-government and making it 
& prosperous country, the debt incurred 
will not be very large, for it would work 
out, roughly speaking, at about fivepence 
an acre over the whole country. Of course, 
a great deal will depend on the adminis- 
tration of the mines and the prudence 
with which the crushing and other opera- 
tions are conducted; but I believe that 
Rhodesia has a great future in store. 
Apart from the discovery of gold, there 
are copper, iron, timber, and an enormous 
area of coal. At this late hour I need 
not irouble the Committee with details 
on those matters, or the wise methods 
adopted for raising working capital in a 
cheap and satisfactory manner, for 
endeavouring to develop the mines at a 
reasonable cost. The Charter of the 
South African Company expires at the 
end of 16 years from now, but at the 
end of 11 years Rhodesia, so far as we 
can see, will be a self-governing colony, 
and I think the Chartered Company will 
deserve some praise and will promote its 
own interests by trying to establish a 
proper self-governing colony even before 
the expiration of the Charter. I believe 
Mr. Rhodes is perfectiy sincere in his 
efforts to assist and direct public spirit 
in Rhodesia, and to encourage the people 
to govern themselves; and I have no 
doubt that under the proposals of the 
Government the best men will eventually 
come to the front.. What Rhodesia wants 
more than anything else to-day is that 
really good men should come forward to 
assist in its development. No doubt a 
good many 0? the first comers to Rhodesia 
were excellent pioneers, but they were 
not excellent governors, and they were 
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not politically educated; but when the 
communii7 gets into a more settled form 
we shall see the same development in 
Rhodesia that we have seen in other 
British Colonies, and we shall find that 
she is in the van of progress in South 
Africa. I take a great interest in this 
territory, which I have visited; and 
although I agree with the honourable 
Member for Northampton when he says 
that a few months residence in a country 
may uot ba sufficient to enable one to 
judge of it to a full extent, still, I may 
say thas there is great advantage in 
having seen a country such as this, and 
it seems to me that if a great many 
Gentlemen in this House were to follow 
the example set by the Member for 
Bishop Auckland, the Member for the 
Tyneside Division, and other honourable 
Members, they would benefit themselves 
and benefit the Empire at large, by 
making themselves acquainted with the 
surroundings of the whole question. The 
future of Rhodesia is, of course, largely 
hypothetical, but I think that no part of 
our Colonial Empire has finer prospects, 
and I do not regard the idea of an exten- 
sion of our dominion to Khartoum, or 
even to Cairo, as chimerical, or, at least, 
as a mere dream. Such an extension is 
to be desired for the common good and 
for the sake of the peace of our Empire 
in Africa, and I am sure that Mr. Rhodes 
in the South and Sir H. Kitchener in 
the North are making vast strides 
towards the accomplishment of that 
object. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
Sir, I should like to call attention to the 
state of things which exists in another 
part of South Africa, for which our re 
sponsibility is, perhaps, less direct than 
in Rhodesia, but which, I think, is not 
less clear—I refer to British Bechuana- 
land. I think that. perhaps the House 
is not fully conscious of the terrible state 
of things which exists in British 
Bechuanaland. Something like one-third 
of the population have been driven from 
the country, a large number of them 
have been deprived of their land, deprived 
of their cattle and their homes, and dis- 
persed no one knows where. Besides 
this, a considerable number of them have 
been deported something like 800 miles 
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from their homes, into distant parts of 
the country, and they have been inden- 
tured for a long term of years to Cape 
farmers. The only correct way of ex- 
pressing their condition is to say that it 
is one of temporary slavery. Sir, if it 
can be shown—and I think it can be 
shown—that this state of things is, in 
part at least, due to the action of our 
own Government, I think it will be felt 
that this is a matter with which this 
House ought to concern itself. It will 
be said, no doubt, that this country is 
now under the Cape Colony, which, after 
all, is a_ self-governing colony; that 
British Bechuanaland was handed over 
to the Cape by the Government of the 
day a couple of years ago; and that, 
much as we may deplore the action of 
the Capo Government, we are not respon- 
sible for it. Sir, I should be very sorry 
to think that the British Government, or 
the Colonial Secretary, was responsible 
for everything that has gone on in British 
Bechuanaland during the last year, but I 
think there is no question whatever that 
these events are, in part at least, due to 
the action of the Government, and that 
some of the most serious consequences 
have resulted from that action. When 
British Bechuanaland was handed over te 
Cape Colony it was not handed over 
unconditionally. There was a strong pro 
test made by the natives. They had been 
very happy and very comfortable under 
the Government of this country as & 
Crown Colony, and strong protests were 
raised both by them and on their behalf 
against annexation to Cape Colony. 
In consequence of those protests special 
precautions were taken to guard against 
danger. The proclamation under whick 
Bechuanaland was transferred to the 
Cape included the reservation of native 
lands. Now, what is the history of this 
rebellion? No doubt it was a rebellion 
of a very serious nature, but it was really 
of a mere sporadic character ; it had no 
concerted movement. It arose out of the 
destruction of cattle to stay the ravages 
of rinderpest. The first. outbreak took 
place in a district which is close to the 
Transvaal border, and that outbreak was 
due simply to the discontent of a chief at 
his not receiving the compensation he 
considered due to him for the compulsory 
slaughter of his cattle. It is obvious, I 
think, when you consider the facts 
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presented in the Blue Book, that, with a 
little energy on the part of our Colonial 
troops, the rebellion should never have 
been allowed to come to a head at all. 
But, however that may be, that is no 
reason why there should have been such 
excess of rigour in putting down the 
rebellion. We find in this correspon- 
dence that not only were native prisoners 
shot down in cold blood, but even the 
bodies of the dead were desecrated. We 
have it on record—to the shame of our 
race—that in the case of one chief of 
these poor people, who died with arms in 
his hands, a Colonial officer dug up the 
grave, and this poor native’s head was 
actually wrenched from the body, the 
officer’s excuse being that he desired to 
present the head to a museum at Cape 
Town. I think, Sir, that facts like these 
ought to make us pause in meting out 
punishment to these natives, because we 
must see that there is blame on our 
side as well as on theirs, wrong on the 
side of the white man as well as on the 
side of the black man. I say that these 
people have been sufficiently punished 
by the course of the war, by the ravages 
of famine, and by the outrages com- 
mitted on them by the Colonial troops. It 
would have been amply sufficient if at 
the close of the war the ringleaders had 
been punished and the people restored 
to their lands. But what happened! 
After these people had been deprived of 
their lands, left without the means of 
subsistence, and were actually starving, 
then the Cape Government stepped in 
and found them employment. But how 
was that done? It was done in a way 
which I venture to say was most unjust 
to these people. They were not given 
any choice in the matter. They were 
told that unless they consented to inden- 
ture themselves they were to be prose- 
cuted for sedition. That, I venture to 
say, was both disingenuous and illegal. 
These people did not understand the 
real nature of the terms put before them. 
They were not told that the most that 
could happen to them, unless they had 
been guilty of actual murder in cold 
blood, would be a prosecution for sedi- 
tion. In the case of two, who were, in 
fact, prosecuted, they had to be dis- 
charged. The truth is, they yielded to 
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the unknown terrors of a threat which 
had no real force. Sir, I appeal to the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary for the Colonies to use his influence 
on behalf of these poor people who are 
still in a state of virtual slavery. What 
is to happen to them now that the 
troubles are over? They have no land, 
no means of subsistence except by this 
system of indenturing, and they must 
become a permanently servile class. This 
is a matter to which I trust the right 
honourable Gentleman will give his most 
earnest attention. And, further, I hope 
the right honourable Gentleman will 
exercise the greatest caution, in any 
further arrangements that may be made 
with the Cape Government, to protect 
these natives from any further surrender 
of their rights and territories. 


Tua SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES I am ready to 
give full credit to the honourable 


Member who has just sat down for 
earnestness in the cause which he has 
undertaken to champion, and for a 
general belief in the statements he has 
laid before the Committee, which, of 
course, he has received on the informa- 
tion of others. 


Mr. SCOTT: The information I gave 
to the Committee was taken from the 
Parliamentary Papers. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE 


FOR 
THE COLONIES : No, not all the 
information which the honourable 


Member has given to the Committee. I 
was going to say that his statement is 
vitiated by two characteristics of certain 
critics of Colonial affairs. In the first 
place, in all such matters between natives 
and Englishmen they always proceed on 
the assumption that the natives are right 
and their own countrymen are wrong; 
and secondly, although they are all born 
Home Rulers, they have not the remotest 
conception of what Home Rule means. 
No doubt. this rebellion in Matabeleland 
was a serious one. The honourable 
Member has said that two were killed, 
but, as a fact, 60 were killed, and 
included in them were four people who 
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were absolutely unarmed, who 
simply traders, and who were brutally 
murdered at the outset of the rebellion. 
In one district, Mr. Robinson, a trader, 
was the first person murdered. 


Mr. SCOTT: I beg the right honour- 
able Gentleman’s pardon. I said that 
only two of the Colonial troops were 
injured on the first two occasions. I 
believe 58 Colonial troops were lost 
through death and sickness, but that was 
subsequent. 


were 


or STATE 
Then I 
Member made a 


THe SECRETARY 
tHe COLONIES 
the honourable 
very incomplete statement, because the 
Committee would have understood from 
that statement that only two persons had 
been killed, and that, therefore, an alto- 
gether disproportionate punishment had 
been inflicted upon the natives. Now, 
the honourable Member is aware that 60 
persons, mostly Europeans, were killed 
under circumstances of great brutality. 
I shall quote against the honourable 
Member’s witnesses one whose credibility 
the honourable Member I am sure will 
not impugn—I mean the Rev. Roger 
Price, the missionary of the 
Church Missionary Society, who in 
speaking of these offences said that the 
pouncing on solitary families in isolated 
places is the only mode of warfare that 
the Bechuanas ever have recourse to. If 
the honourable Member were living all 
alone in a desolate place among people 
who have this unfortunate peculiarity 
he would feel not quite so much sympathy 


FOR 
think 


senior 


with them, and not be quite so unsympa- 


thetic with the white men 
has shown himself to be. 
the honourable Member brought 
forward isolated charges of 
cruelty and improper conduct on the 
part of individual traders, and quoted a 
very improper proceeding by some officer 
of the troops, who, after the death of one 
of the natives, dug up a grave in order 
to secure his skull a memento or 
curiosity. The honourable Member for- 
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Then 


certain 
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got to mention that this fact was brought 
to the notice of the Colonial authorities, 
and the officer in question was deprived 
of his The honourable 
Member also made a charge that in q 
particular case some man shot a person 
in cold blood. No doubt that wag 
alleged, but I do not accept everything 
that is alleged as proof. 
what did the authorities do? They 
brought the man to trial. The jury 
at the first trial did not agree; and he 
was brought up for a second trial, the 
result of which I do not know. What 
more could the authorities do? Is the 
Colonial Government to be held respon- 
sible because outrage and crime are not 
totally unknown? Brutality and cruelty 
occasionally happen in this country, but 
we do not accuse the authorities of the 
country. We do not blame the whole 
white population because a Mrs. Nicholls 
or somebody else behaves with great 


commission. 


In this case 


brutality under certain circumstances. 
All we have a right to expect from our 
countrymen in other parts of the world 
is that they should do what we do here— 
bring to justice and to trial anybody who 
has been guilty of this exceptional con- 
duct. But, Sir, the honourable Gentle 
man is not content with that. He 
brings a general charge against the 
Colonial Government — namely, that 
wrongfully, brutally, cruelly, without con- 
sideration, they have deprived these per- 
sons of their land and have indentured 
them to, I suppose, a kind of slavery. 
The rebellion broke out, as I believe, in 
the first place, absolutely without ground. 
If the natives were discontented, they 
certainly had no good reason. What 
happened was this. The whole country 
was being threatened with rinderpest. 
Arrangements were made by the 
Bechuanaland and Cape Governments for 
killing the cattle which were infected, 
and, in the case of the Cape, for giving 
compensation when cattle were killed. 
There was 
notoriously 


chief who was & 
Sixteen 


a certain 
bad character. 
cattle of his were allowed to stray into 
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the farm of a Cape colonist ; they were | 
found to be infected with rinderpest, and 
they were killed in accordance with the 
regulations. The chief made that a 
ground of complaint, and he sent a mes- 
sage to say the police must leave the 
and that the natives 
When he 


moned by the police he refused to attend, 


country, were | 


anxious to fight. Was sum- 


and when the police were sent after him 
his tribe fired upon them. 


And let me} 


{6 Mar 1898} 





Supply. 650 
thropists like tne honourable Gentleman, 
who do not take the trouble to examine 
into the facts on the other side. The 
honourable Member brings a charge of 
brutality against the Cape Government. 
The Cape Government is no more 
inhuman than the British Government 
or the Government of any other civilised 
State, and I think it is outrageous that 
theso charges should be so_ lightly 
brought. What is the state of the case? 


° e e Saat atc 2AgA 1a + YA 
say in every other incident of the war it| The state of the case is that there were 


was always the natives who began, and 


not the police. 


a detachment was sent into the country, | 


in the first instance especially for the 
relief of a trader. That was the history 
of the rising. The rebellion was put 
down with the loss of 60 lives. The 
question was, what was to be the punish- 
ment? The universal opinion held is 
that there is only one punishment which 
the natives fear, and that is to deprive 
of land. The 
Colonial Government felt that, in accord- 


them of their reserves 


ance With all precedents, the lands of the | 


particular tribes who had risen in re- 
bellion should be confiscated, and I saw 
no reason for deviating from the policy 
Which had always been taken by my pre- 
decessors. Sir, that is the only thing in 
with these disturbances in 
which I had any personal responsibility 
whatever. 


connection 


It is said I might have vetoed 
the action of the Cape Assembly. The 
honourable Member does not understand 
the principle of Home Rule. It may be 
right in some places and wrong in others. 
This no one will deny—that if you grant 
Home Rule in any country, whether it 
be a Colony or part of the United King- 
dom, you must not think you are going 
to keep up perpetual irritation ever after. 
Do not pretend to think that when you 
have granted Home Rule you can control 
every action. That ought to be a 
sufficient answer to the honourable 
Gentleman, and it would be if I had not 
sympathy with the of the 
colonists, who 
charges brought against them by philan- 


feelings 


Under the circumstances | 


are indignant at the | 


at the end of the rebellion 3,500 people 
practically prisoners and in the hands of 
the Cape Government. They might have 
amnesty and sent 
back to their reserves. If they 
had done so, what would have been the 
result? In the opinion of the Cape 
Government a vast majority of these 
people would have starved, and it was 
in the interests of humanity and with 
an earnest desire to save the lives of 
these people that they took the alterna- 
tive course which the honourable Gentle- 
man reprobates so strongly. They brought 
these people down and gave them the 
alternative of being tried for rebellion or 
of being indentured or apprenticed for five 
years, under certain conditions and on 
payment of ordinary wages, to farmers 
and others, who would be selected. The 
matter was carefully explained to them 
individually by people like Mr. Rose 
Innes and others who have the greatest 
care for the interests of the native popu- 
The result was that the great 
majority agreed to go and be indentured, 
and, these people having been inden- 
tured, many more people applied to be 
indentured also. The Cape Government 
take every pains to see that the con- 
ditions are faithfully carried out. They 
have appointed special inspectors, and 
up to the present time there have been 
very few complaints, and in every case 
where complaints have been made they 
hava been satisfactorily dealt with, and 
on the evidence of these inspectors, con- 
firmed by the independent testimony of 
men like the Rey. Roger Price, and 
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them 
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other missionaries of the London Mis- 
sionary Society, there is no reason to 
‘believe that these natives who have been 
indentured in this way are being worse 


treated than ordinary domestic servants 
would be in Cape Colony. Is it not 
almost inconceivable that, in the face of 
this evidence, which ought to be con- 
clusive, the honourable Gentleman 
should come down and makg such 
charges of ill-treatment and inhumanity 
against the Cape Government? 


*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside) pointed out that this 
native rising began in October of 1896, 
and although the authorities were, in 
‘direct telegraphic communication with 
tthe officials on the spot it was not till 
the llth of January following that the 
Government took any steps in the matter. 
Whatever might be thought of the justi- 
fiability or otherwise of the delay in the 
action taken by the Colonial Government 
in putting down the rebellion, he con- 
tended that the Secretary for the Colonies 
ought not to have allowed the reserve 
territory to be taken away from those 
natives who were innocent of actual par- 
ticipation in the rising, especially as it 
was a well-known fact that many of the 
settlers desired to acquire this land 
for themselves, and had a_ direct 
interest in encouraging a_ rebellion 
for this object. The result of de- 
priving the natives of their land and 
placing them under this system of inden- 
turing was to place them practically in a 
condition of slavery, and to remove from 
them the very means they had to secure 
future sustenance. The Cape Govern- 
ment ought to have been satisfied with 
bringing into court and punishing the 
chiefs who had been the ringleaders in 
the rebellion; but the right honourable 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary ought 
to have taken steps to secure that the 
punishment should not fall indiscrimin- 
ately on innocent and guilty alike, and 
there was no justification in sending into 
slavery some hundreds of women and 
children and men who had not been 
proved guilty of any offence whatever. 


Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
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Mr. Rose Innes had, at a public meeting 
at Cape Town on the 26th October, pro- 
tested against this system. He knew 
from h.s own knowledge that the Colo 
nists were very sensitive to Imperial in. 
terference, but there was no need for the 
Colonial Secretary to give a command in 
a manner which might have been re- 
sented, but he ought, as a Member of the 
Cabinet, to have made representations to 
the Government of Cape Colony in favour 
of the abolition of the system of inden- 
turing, and strengthened the hands of the 
anti-slavery Colonists at the Cape. If 
they were starving, the Government 
ought to relieve them in some other way 
than by making them slaves for five years, 
That other natives, 2,000 as stated by the 
Colonial Secretary, asked to be inden- 
tured, did not justify the system, but only 
showed the natives were in a starving 
condition, and they preferred this slavery 
to death by starvation. He would like to 
draw the attention of the Colonial Secre- 
tary to the problem that would arise in 
Natal. There were there about 500,000 
natives and 50,000 Indian coolies; the 
former were not employed, and the latter 
did the work which it was desirable that 
the natives should have been induced to 
perform. A serious problem in the future 
would be presented by a large unoccupied 
native clement, whose tendency must be 
toward demoralisation if thus left neg- 
lected. He was not in favour of forced 
labour in Natal, Cape 
Colony, but it was in the interest of the 
natives themselves they should be volun- 
tarily induced to work and lead useful 
lives. 


Rhodesia, or 


The honourable Member had not con- 
cluded his observations when, 


the Crary left 
Report to the 


It being Midnight, 
the Chair to 


House. 


make his 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at 12.5. 
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Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 9th May 1898. 





Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


WALKER’S ESTATE BILL. [H.L.] 
Judge’s Report received: 
sented, and read first time. 


Bill pre- 


NEWTOWN WATER BILL. [H.L.] 


The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition 
to the Bill was withdrawn: Orders made 
on 2Xth February last and 5th instant 
discharged ; Bill committed. 


GREAT NORTH OF SCOTLAND 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported from Select Committee with 
amendments. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Queen’s consent, and consent of His 
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales in 
right of his Duchy of Cornwall, signified. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read second time, and committed: 
Committee to be proposed by Committee 
of Selection. 


VOL. LVII. [FourtH Seriss.] 


{9 May 1898} 
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SHERINGHAM AND BEESTON PRO- 
TECTION BILL. (H.L.] 


Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


Business. 


MARKET HARBOROUGH GAS BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION’ TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


Read third time, with amendment; 
Passed, and returned to Commons. 


WHITWICK AND COALVILLE GAS BILL. 


Read third time, with amendments ; 
Passed, and returned to Commons. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 
SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON 


BILL. 


Brought from Commons; read first 
time ; and referred to Examiners. 


WISHAW WATER BILL. 


Brought from Commons; read first 
time; and referred to Examiners. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL. 
Returned from Commons with amend- 
ments agreed to. 


2E 


Publie 


_HART’S DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 
Minutes of evidence and proceedings 
before this House on the Second Reading, 
together with the documents deposited in 
the case, returned from the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—_—<—— 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
2.—Miscellaneous Series: Reports on 
Consular Reports on Trade and Finance : 
No. 2,076. Russia (Taganrog) ; 
No. 2,077. France (Marseilles) ; 
No. 2,078. Spain (Bilbao) ; 
No. 2,079. China (Pakhoi). 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


2. Miscellaneous Series: Reports on 
subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest : 


No. 456. United States: Report on 
immigration into the United 
States : 
Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Return showing— 


1. The expenditure from the grant for 
public education in England and Wales 
in the year 1897, upon annual grants to 
elementary schools. 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


2. The actual number of public ele- 
mentary day schools on the Annual Grant 
List on the 3lst August, 1897; the 
accommodation and number of scholars 
in those schools. 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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3. Detailed statistics of imspected 
schools, 1896-97: Public elementary day 
schools, evening continuation schools, 
and certified -efficient schools; the 
accommodation, number of scholars, 
teachers employed, particulars of grant 
earned, income, expenditure, etc, 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


4, Summary tables of educational 


statistics; and 


5. Number of school boards under 
various heads of population, 


Presented by Command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table, 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 2nd May, 1898, 
granting a retired allowance to Mr, 
Edward Aslat, civil engineer, Walmer, 
under the Board of Admiralty, under 
section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 
1887. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Against sale of, on Sundays: From 
Derby and Derbyshire. 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Commitice negatived ; 
and Bill to be read third time To-morrow. 
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LONDON UNIVERSITY (COMMISSION) 
BILL. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: As 
there is considerable anxiety with refer- 
ence to the progress of the London Uni- 
versity (Commission) Bill, I wish to ask 
the noble Duke the Lord President of the 
Council, to whom I have given private 
notice, Whether he can give any informa- 
tion as to the intentions of the Govern- 
ment in regard to the pushing forward 
of this Bill in the other House? 


Toe LORD PRESIDENT oF tue 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Drvonsuirg) : 
My Lords, I have communicated on this 
subject with my right honourable Friend 
the Leader of the other House. The 
arrangements for business in that House 
will, of course, depend mainly on the 
progress of the Irish Local Government 
Bill, As soon as that Bill is disposed 
of, my right honourable Friend assures 
me that the London University (Commis- 
sion) Bill will have a prominent place 
amongst Measures which the 
Government intend to endeavour to pass 
during the remainder of the Session. 


those 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, this Bill, to which I have to ask 
your Lordships to give a Second Reading, 
although a public Bill, is put forward on 
behalf of the University of Aberdeen, to 
extricate that University from a difficulty 
in which it has been placed by an omis- 
sion in the Universities (Scotland) Acts. 
My Lords, by the Universities (Scotland) 
Acts, it is enacted that, after due investi- 
gation, and for sufficient cause shown, 
the University may call upon a Professor 
to retire from his Chair, and upon a 
My Lords, so far as 
the University of Aberdeen is concerncd, 
there is, under the Statute and under the 
Ordinances which regulate that Univer- 
sity, no power to pension a Professor who 


retiring allowance. 
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has filled Sis Chair for less than ten 
years. Unfortunately, a case has arisen 
with reference to the Chair of Biblical 
Criticism which is an exception, I] am 
glad to say, to the general rule, but which 
presents considerable difficulties. In the 
year 1893 that Chair became vacant, and 
soon after the appointment had been 
filled—very soon, indeed—unfortunatel} 
considerable dissatisfaction was expressed, 
Loth by the students and otherwise, with 
regard to the qualifications of the gentl~ 
man who had been appointed to the 
Chair. My Lords, I do not think it is 
necessary to go at length into these cir- 
cumstances, because they form the sub- 
ject of investigation by the Universities 
Committee, and also by a Committee of 
the Privy Council, but the result was 
that in the year 1896 the Senate of the 
University and the University Court re- 
commended that the Professor should be 
retired from his Chair, which at that 
time he had only occupied for three years, 
upon a retiring allowance. That resolu- 
tion, on their part, came before Her 
Majesty in Privy Council, and was 
approved of with this exception, that it 
was pointed out that there was in the 
University of Aberdeen no fund upon 
which the Professor’s retiring allowancs: 
could be secured. My Lords, that 
occurred more than a year ago, and since 
that time the University has been endea- 
vouring to discover some fund upoa 
which they might base this payment, and 
secure it to the Professor. In the mean- 
time, of course, the Chair has not beer 
declared vacant. The Professor still 
occupies the Chair, although he does not 
deliver lectures. After exhausting all 
modes of inquiry at their disposal, and 
appealing to the Treasury in vain, the 
University came to the conclusion that 
the only course—a course which they did 
not think very desirable, but which was 
the only course open to them—was to 
secure the retiring allowance in this par- 
ticular course upon the emoluments of 
the Chair. My Lords, a Bill to effect 
this object was drawn up. It was ap- 
proved by the University Court and by 
the Senate, and was submitted to the 
2E2 
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Chancellor of the University and also to 
Her Majesty’s Government. The Bill in 
itself is a simple one, and consists only 
of one enacting clause. It provides 
that— 


“When the University Court, under the 
powers conferred by the Universities (Scotland) 
Act, 1858, Section twelve, Sub-section five, 
and by the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
Section six, Sub-section six, has required a 
Professor to retire from office upon a retiring 
allowance, and when there are, in the opinion 
of the University Court, no other available 
funds from which such allowance can be paid, 
it shall be lawful for the University Court t9 
make the same chargeable upon the future 
emoluments of the Chair, and when such requi- 
sition to retire from office has been approved 
by Her Majesty in Council, all the emoluments 
of the Chair shall from the date of such ap- 
proval, but so long only as said retiring allow- 
ance is payable, be paid and belong to the 
University Court, for the following purposes, 
namely, firstly for payment of the said retiring 
allowance, and secondly, so far as regards the 
whole emoluments thereafter remaining, for 
the sole use and occupation of the Professor in 
office in the said Chair.” 


That, my Lords, is the whole effect of 
the Bill, and I ask your Lordships to 
give it a Second Reading. 


*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrovur of Burtzien): The noble 
Lord who has brought in this Bill has 
stated the case for it, so far as I think 
it is necessary at this stage to state it, 
with perfect accuracy and completeness. 
I do not think it is possible for me to 
add anything to strengthen the case 
which he has made out for the Bill, and 
I have no hesitation in saying that I hope 
your Lordships will consent to give it a 
Second Reading. 


Question put. 
Bill read a second time. 


Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I propose to take the Report to- 
morrow, and as it is desirable that it 
should proceed as rapidly as possible, so 
that the Chair may be filled up, I also 
propose to ask your Lordships to-mor- 
row to allow the Bill to be freed from 
the stage of Standing Committee. 


House adjourned at 4.40. 
Earl of Camperdown. 


{ COMMONS} 





Business. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 9th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GAINSBOROUGH GAS BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


CROWHURST, SIDLEY, AND BEXHILL 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time to-morrow. 


CLERGY MUTUAL ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY BILL. 
[H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


EDINBURGH AND LEITH CORPORA- 
TIONS GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
Read third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


SAINT MATTHEW, BETHNAL GREEN. 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 
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UPPER ASSAM TEA COMPANY BILL. 
[H.L.} 


Read third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


WATERFORD CITY GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


BROMPTON, CHATHAM, GILLINGHAM, 
AND ROCHESTER WATER BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


IPSWICH DOCK COMMISSION BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


LLANELLY AND PONTARDULAIS 
RAILWAY BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL. [H.L.] 
As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
third time. 


{9 May 1898} 
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CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 


On the Order for the Second Reading 
of the Crystal Palace Company Bill, 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): f 
think, Sir, that there is a Notice of oppo- 
sition to this Bill, and in any case I 
object to its being read a second time 
to-day. I think it is agreed that the 
Second Reading should be taken on 
Thursday. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, Thursday. 


DROGHEDA GAS BILL. 
Petition for additional Provision ; 


referred to Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


COMMONS REGULATION (WOLSTANTON 
MARSH) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Read third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


Read second time, and committed. 


CARMARTHEN IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


MORLEY CORPORATION (GAS) BILL. 
(H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 
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MUMBLES RAILWAY AND PIER BILL. 


Reported; Report to 
Table, and to be printed. 


Petitions. 


lie upon the 


PETITIONS. 


ALIENS BILL. 


In favour: From Glasgow and Stir- 
ling; to lie upon the Table. 


BOILERS’ INSPECTION AND REGISTRA- 
TION BILL. 


Against: From Stroud; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


Against: From Dunfermline; to lie 
upon the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Against: From Wandsworth; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Kid- 
derminster, Plumstead, Glasgow, Gates- 
head, Wilmslow, and Stirling; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 
For inquiry into management: From 
Hackney ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 
In favour: From Ancrum, Leith (2), 
Aberdeen (2), Fauldhouse, Locharbriggs, 
Portobello, Alyth (2), Paisley, Edinburgh 


(2), Peebles, Glasgow (2), Kirkwall, 
Dunfermline, Kirkcolm, Portpatrick, Car- 
luke, and Ballochjargon ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Against: From Stirling and Cathcart ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS 
BILL. 

In favour: From Mile End Old Town; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

In favour: From Kensington, Halifax, 
Midwives’ Institute, Obstetrical Society of 
London, Liverpool, South London (2), and 
Southwark ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALGI PARSHAD. 
For inquiry into his case: From Salgi 
Parshad ; to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


Against: From Cathcart ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


For alteration: From Cathcart ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Forres; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


(IRELAND) BIL, 
In favour: From Middlesbrough and 


Great Yarmouth (2); to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIQUORS 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Dornoch, Peebles, 
Glasgow, Paisley, Dunfermline, and Port- 

patrick ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Muddiford, North 
Ormesby (3), Folkestone (2), Preston, 
Middlesbrough (7), Glasgow, Clapton, 
Seaton, Liverpool, Parkgate, Plumstead, 
Briton Ferry (2), East Plumstead, Great 
Houghton, West Ham (2), Ledbury, Mor- 
diford, Seaford, Hemel Hempstead, 
Bristol, Stockport, Haslingden, Clifton, 
Glasgow, Crook, Silksworth, Manchester, 
and Wallsend ; to lie upon the Table. 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PER- 
SONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 
Against: From Stroud; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—__—— 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Statement show- 
ing (1) the Expenditure from the Grant 
for Public Education in England and 
Wales in the year 1897 upon Annual 
Grants to Elementary Schools; (2) the 
number of Elementary Schools on the 
Annual Grant List on the 31st August, 
1897 ; (3) Detailed Statistics of Inspected 
Schools, 1896-7, Public Elementary Day 
Schools, Evening Continuation Schools, 
and Certified Efficient Schools, ete. ; (4) 
Tables of Educational Statistics ; and (5) 
Number of School Boards under various 
Heads of Population [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ARMY RESERVE. 
Copy presented, of further Regulations 
relating to the Army Reserve [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{9 May 1898} 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 
Copy presented, of Return for the 
month of December, 1897 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Report No. 228 
(Bermuda Annual Report for 1897) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


—_— 


SUB-POST OFFICES ON LICENSED 
PREMISES. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he wili state the number of 
sub-Post Offices in England, Wales, Scot- 
land, and Ireland, respectively, which ara 
situated in premises licensed for the sale 
of spirits, wine, or beer, specifying the 
numbers of such as are Jicensed for the 
consumption of liquors on the premises, 
and those licensed for consumption off 
the premises? 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 
tHE TREASURY (My. R. W. Hansury, 
Preston) : The number of sub-Post. Offices 
in the United Kingdom which are situ- 
ated in premises licensed for the sale of 
spirits, wine, or beer, is approximately as 
follows :—England, 33 on-licences, 604 
off-licences; Wales, 5, 15; Scotland, 23, 
71; Ireland, 244, 26; total on-licences, 
305; total off-licences, 716. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS IN THE 
HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he will 
state from what townships in the con- 
gested districts of the Highlands of Scot- 
land applications for seed potatoes and 
seed oats have been received by the Con- 
gested Districts Board? 
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Tus LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Murray, Buteshire): I am informed by 
the Congested Districts Board that those 
who have applied do not in all cases state 
the township in which they reside, and 
accurate information cannot be given in 
the form asked for. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF THE ISLAND 
OF LEWIS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord Ad- 
vocate, having regard to the fact that 
there have been numerous cases of illegal 
trawling during the last few years in 
Broad Bay and off the coast of the Island 
of Lewis, and that the Admiralty have 
informed the Scottish Office that the 
coastguard are instructed to report any 
breach of the Fishery Board bye-laws 
which may come under their notice, will 
he say how many such reports have been 
made by the coastguard stationed in the 
island since 1892? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that the 
only coastguard on the Island of Lewis is 
stationed at Stornoway. No report of 
illegal trawling off that place has been 
received since 1892 from the coastguard 
there. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right honourable 
Gentleman approach the Admiralty with 
a view to getting some coastguard sta- 
tioned nearer ? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I think the 
honourable Member should make applica- 
tion for that in regular form. Obviously, 
I could not answer without consideration, 


WARRANT OFFICERS IN THE ARMY. 

Gi JAMES FERGUSSON (Manches- 
ter, N.E.): I bee to ask the Under Sec- 
retary of State for War whether the 
attention of the Secretary of State has 
been drawn to the position of Warrant 
Officers of the Army as regards their 
terms of service, status, pay, allowances, 
and clothing; and whether he will con- 
sider the expediency of placing this im- 
portant class on a footing more approxi- 
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mating to that enjoyed by non-commis- 
sioned officers of similar rank in the 
Royal Navy? 


Tut UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok WAR (Mr. Sr. Joun Broprics, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The conditions of the 
service of Warrant Officers in the Nay 
and Army are so dissimilar that it is 
impracticable to make a comparison be- 
tween them. Some conditions in the 


Navy are better than those in the Army, 
and some are worse; but, on the whole, 
allowing for prospects of promotion, it is 
considered that the Army Warrant Officer 
is not worse off than his naval colleague. 


MILK IMPORTS. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus 
sex, Horsham): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, 
if his attention has been called to the 
recent Report of Mr. Consul Gurney on 
the Trade and Agriculture of Cherbourg 
and district, and particularly to the para- 
graphs which refer to the large and in- 
creasing export of fresh milk to this 
country, and to the statement that such 
milk is prepared for export by the ad- 
mixture of some unknown antiseptic, 
and that a certificate from a medical 
authority to the effect that the anti- 
septic was in itself innocuous would cer- 
tainly be welcome and reassuring ; and if 
he will take steps to obtain such a certifi- 
cate, and also a guarantee (as suggested 
by Mr. Consul Gurney) that no milk 
imported into this country has ever come 
from dairies where any of the inmates of 
the farm are suffering from infectious 
disease, and generally to insure that 
imported fresh milk is subject to the 
same sanitary safeguards and restrictions 
as milk produced in this country! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr H. Crap- 
tin, Lancashire, Sleaford): I am aware of 
the Report referred to and the statement 
it contains. I entirely agree with my 
honourable Friend in what I understand 
to be the object of his Question, namely, 
that every precaution should be taken 
that milk imported into this country 
should be innocuous to public health. I 
have already taken steps for the chemical 
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and bacteriological analysis of the milk 
imported from abroad ; but with regard 
to the other guarantees that my honour- 
able Friend desires, namely, that the 
milk imported from France has not come 
from dairies where any of the inmates 
of the farm are suffering from infectious 
disease, and is subject to the same 
sanitary safeguards and restrictions as 
milk produced in this country, that is a 
matter which at present is beyond my 
control. My honourable Friend, how- 
ever, is mistaken as to the large and 
increasing character of the trade from 
Cherbourg. The figures for the present 
year are as follows: January, 20,500 
gallons; February, 28,500 gallons; 
March, 14,000 gallons; April, 528 
gallons (value £12). 


FLOGGING A SOLDIER AT MARITZ- 
BURG. 

CotonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if a private soldier in 
the Royal Dublin Fusiliers, stationed att 
Maritzburg, has been sentenced to 15 
lashes and a term of imprisonment for 
shop-breaking ; and if it is the case that 
a colonial magistrate has power to inflict 
corporal punishment on one of Her 
Majesty’s soldiers?! 


Mr. BRODRICK: No report has been 
received of the occurrence referred to in 
the Question. A soldier who commits 
a criminal offence—not of a military 
character—is, like any civilian, amenable 
to the criminal law of the country where 
he is stationed. 


Cotonen LOCKWOOD: Arising out of 
that answer may I ask whether, con- 
sidering that flogging is abolished in the 
Army, my right honourable Friend does 
not consider it is time that an alteration 
in the law was effected ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: This Question 
assumes that a soldier is subject to some 
penalty to which a civilian is not. What 
my honourable and gallant Friend should 
do is to address a question to my right 
honourable Friend the Secretary for 
the Colonies asking him to mitigate 
the Draconian law of the colony. We 
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have no power to establish the principle 
that a soldier convicted of an offence by 
the civil power should suffer less than a 
civilian would for the same offence. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: I beg to give 
notice that I will put a Question to the 
Secretary for the Colonies on the subject. 


Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land Division): Are we to understand 
that a soldier when he goes to the 
Colonies forfeits his rights established by 
statute? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! We are 
getting into the regions of argument. 


LEGAL EXPENSES OF SCOTCH 
DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, having regard to the fact 
that a sum of £2,067 17s. 9d. 
was expended last year for service of Law 
Agent in Scotland for the Woods and 
Forests and other Departments, will he 
state how much of that sum was ex- 
pended for the Woods and Forests De- 
partment, and how much for each of the 
other Departments? 


Mr. HANBURY: The sum _ of 
£2,067 17s. 9d. expended in the year 
ended the 3lst March, 1897, for the ser- 
vices of Law Agents in Scotland, included 
£660 5s. 6d. on behalf of the Office of 
Woods and Forests. The other Depart- 
ments for which payments were made 
were: the War Office, Office of Works, 
Treasury, Board of Trade, Scottish Pri- 
sons, Science and Art Department, Ac- 
countant of Court, Edinburgh, Queen’s 
and Lord Treasurer’s Remembrancer, 
Scottish Education Office, Secretary for 
Scotland and the Lyon Office. I wilk 
furnish the honourable Member with a 
statement of the amounts paid for these 
Departments respectively. 


RENTALS IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the number of 
persons in the Island of Lewis who pay 
an annual rental not in excess of £4? 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am unable 
to state the present number of such per- 
sons, but the approximate number can be 
found by the honourable Member in the 
Poor Rates (Scotland) Return Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 453, Session 1891. 


SWINE FEVER IN NORTH YORKSHIRE. 

Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorks, Rich- 
mond): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether, on account 
of the serious loss and inconvenience 
caused to farmers and others by the 
Markets and Fairs (Swine Fever) Order 
in the North Riding of Yorkshire and 


elsewhere, he can withdraw or modify 
such Order! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, 
Liverpool, West Derby): I have had 
under consideration the various repre- 
sentations which have been made to me 
on the subject of the Order to which my 
honourable Friend refers, and have 
arrived at the conclusion that the time 
has come when it might with advantage 
be withdrawn, certain necessary restric- 
tions on movement being imposed in 
districts in which swine fever unfortu- 
mately still exists. Orders to this effect 
have been prepared, and will be issued 
in the course of the next few days. 


CAVALRY TRANSFERS. 

Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, S.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he could state to the House 
how many men have been transferred 
since Ist January from the Cavalry 
regiment in which they were serving, to 
another regiment, and how many men 
so transferred have been transferred out 
of their own corps to other corps? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Twenty-five Cavalry 
men have been transferred from one 
regiment to another in the same corps, 
and 49 from the Corps cf Dragoons to 
that of Lancers. All volunteered for the 
transfer. 


{COMMONS} 
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DISEASE AMONG THE TROOPS IN THE 
STRAITS SETTLEMENTS. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre 
mont): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he hag 
received a statement from the Straits 
Settlements Association showing that in 
the five years ending 1896 the ratio of 
venereal disease among the troops in 
the Tanglin district of Singapore was 
434.17 per 1,000, as against 144.81 per 
1,000 in the five years ending 1888, 
before the repeal of the contagious 
diseases ordinance, and containing state- 
ments by Brigade Surgeon Lieutenant 
Colonel H. H. Stokes, that of the sick- 
ness in his command 50 per cent. is of 
venereal origin, and by Captain Bruce, 
of H.M.S. Orton, which left Singapore in 
1890, that more than half of the ship’s 
company had been in hospital with 
venereal disease during the year; and 
what measures he proposes to take to 
prevent the continuance of a system 
under which such widespread disease 
involving such serious impairment of our 
military strength in the Straits Settle- 
ments is rendered possible? 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. Crampeaary, 
Birmingham, W.): I stated, in reply to 
similar Questions asked on the 28th 
April, that I was in correspondence with 
the Governor of the Straits Settlements 
on this subject, and that, when com- 
pletied, the correspondence would be laid 
before the House. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE: Can the right 
honourable Gentieman give the House 
any idea when we may have the corre 
spondence? 


The SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES: No, I cannot. 


ARMY BOOTS. 

Captaris JESSEL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the ankle boot at present in 
use in the Army is the pattern upon 
which both H.R.H. the Duke of Con- 
naucht, after the New Forest Manceuvres 
of 1895, and Lord Ralph Kerr, after the 
Curragh Manceuvres of 1895, made such 
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adverse reports; whether the War Office 
js aware that the boots used in home 
service wear out very rapidly; and 


whether fresh inquiries would be made 
as to the suitability, both at home as 
well as abroad, of the present boot to the 
requirements of the Army? 


Mr. BRODRICK: There are two pat- 
terns of ankle boots; one is a hand-sewn 
whole-soled boot supplied to troops 
abroad. It has been in use many years, 
and has hitherto been favourably 
reported upon, both for ordinary and for 
campaign wear. This is the boot sup- 
plied to the troops in Egypt. The other 
is a machine-sewn boot, with a clump 
sole, hobnails, toe and heel plates. It 
is worn exclusively at home. This is the 
boot which has been complained of in the 
reports alluded to. Owing to the clump, 
and the weight of metal, it is no doubt 
uncomfortable for prolonged marching, 
and several boots are under trial with 
the object of finding a satisfactory 
substitute. 


Captain JESSEL: May I ask when a 
decision is likely to be come to? I 
understand that the boots have been on 
trial for a very considerable period. 


Mr. BRODRICK: That I cannot say, 
but I can assure my honourable and 
gallant Friend there is every desire to 
get boots more approved of. 


FEES FOR STATUTORY INFORMATION. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Marchester, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellcr of the 
Exchequer whether he is prepared, in 
order to promote soundness of trade in 
the mercantile community, to reduce the 
charges now made in England and Wales 
for the extraction of statutory informa- 
tion relating to deeds of arrangement, 
bills of sale, and county court judgments, 
which now cost, respectively, 2s. 6d., 1s., 
and 6d. for each single case, to the rate 
charged in Scotland of 1s. 6d. for each 
search, which enables the applicant to 
extract as he may desire at a sitting, and 
which thereby reduces to a merely 
nominal sum the cost per case of obtain- 
ing this absolutely essential information 
to the trading community? 
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Tua CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Baacu, Bristol, 
W.): I cannot think the suggestion of 
my honourable Friend would do much 
to promote the soundness of trade. With 
regard to the county court fees, which 
are the only fees of those mentioned for 
which the Treasury is directly respon- 
sible, the whole amount received only 
just covers the necessary office expenses, 
and I do not see my way to lower them. 
For the other fees the Lord Chancellor 
is primarily responsible, and it is to him 
that requests for their reduction should 
be addressed. 


LABOUR IMMIGRATION INTO ASSAM. 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he can now 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
Triennial Report on Labour Immigration 
into Assam, which should have appeared 
at the end of the year 1895, or there- 
abouts? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Gzorce Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The Report about which 
the honourable Member inquires was sent 
home for my information in March, 1897, 
but it is not usual or desirable to publish 
such documents until they have been 
considered and reviewed by the Govern- 
ment of India, by whose comments they 
should be accompanied. In this case I 
have ascertained that the Government of 
India are awaiting the opinions of the 
local government whose consideration of 
the subject, owing to the recent famine, 
has been much delayed. 


Mr. SCHWANN: Will the noble Lord 
use what pressure he can to get the 
Return! It is very late now. and if it is 
delayed much longer it will be perfectly 
useless. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: Yes, but my honourable Friend 
must remember that it raises a good 
many difficult questions. 


ARMY MOBILISATION. 
CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War, 
with reference to his statement that all 
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questions of mobilisation are kept secret 
by Continental Powers, whether he is 
aware that in the ‘“ Armed Strength of the 
German Empire,” and in that of Russia, 
officially published by the War Office, 
there appear plans of mobilisation, com- 
piled from published orders for those 
armies, showing, almost day by day, the 
work each army carries out until mobilisa- 
tion is complete ; and whether he can see 
his way to publishing a plan of mobilisa- 
tion for our Army Corps, showing day by 
day the work to be done, as a guide and 
instruction for those who may be sud- 
denly called upon to perform duties they 
have had no opportunity of practising in 
time of peace! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am informed that 
the books to which my honourable and 
gallant Friend refers are obsolete. They 
were not compiled from published orders, 
as the regulations for mobilisation in the 
countries named are confidential. In- 
structions for guidance on mobilisation 
will be available for all officers concerned, 
but it is not necessary or desirable that 


all the details should be published. 


Cotonen WELBY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretaiy of State for War whether 
he is aware that by the Regulations for 
Mobilisation, 1894, the Commander of the 
Second Army Corps with his staff is to 
mobilise at Colchester ; his Fourth Divi- 
sion in Ireland, with one unit at Edin- 
burgh, one at Warley; his Fifth Division 
in Ireland, with one unit at Warley, one 
at Colchester ; his Sixth Division in Eng- 
land, with one unit in Glasgow ; his Corps 
troops in England, with two units in Ire- 
land ; and whether he can see his way to 
simplify this scheme of mobilisation so 
that this Army Corps may wholly mobil- 
ise either in Great Britain or in Ireland? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Mobilisation 
Regulations of 1894 have been replaced 
by a new edition, which will be issued 
very shortly. In this edition it has been 


possible to simplify in some particulars 


the previous scheme of mobilisation ; 
and, as has been already stated, every 
effort has been made to secure the mobili- 
sation of the Army Corps from contiguous 
districts. With the present location of 
barracks, it is not, however, possible to 
mobilise a complete Army Corps in one 
district. 


Colonel Welby. 


{COMMONS} 
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CARLOW DISTRICT LUNATIC ASYLUM, 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the cor. 
rected figures he gave to the House on 
the 3rd instant of the servants and at- 
tendants who have left the Carlow Dis. 
trict Lunatic Asylum since 1894 to the 
present date includes the five attendants 
who left that institution on the 30th 
April ; and, if not, would he explain why 
these attendants were not included; and 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of devising some means of guarding 
against imperfect information being fur- 
nished to him, and through him to the 
House? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : The return from which I quoted 
on Tuesday last was brought down to the 
26th April, and could not, consequently, 
have included the cases of attendants 
who left the asylum on the 30th April. 


TO THB 


DISTRESS IN COUNTY KERRY. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been called to a letter published in the 
Freeman’s Journal of the 3rd _ instant, 
addressed to the Lord Mayor of Dublin, 
by the Rev. John G. Fahy, Rector of 
Dromod, county Kerry, in which the 
reverend gentleman states that it is im- 
possible to exaggerate the distress, nota- 
bly in Portmagee and Ballinskelligs, and 
that the peonle are stricken with fever 
and have little or no food in their houses ; 
and whether steps will be taken to give 
immediate relief in those and other dis- 
tressed districts in Kerry? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have read 
the newspaper report to which reference 
is made in the Question. The Rev. Mr. 
Fahy’s letter, which was dated the 18th 
of April, and published on the 20th, was 
at once referred to the Local Government 
Board Inspector, Colonel Kirkwood, for 
inquiry and report. The Inspector 
visited the district, and reported on the 
28th April that there were no cases of 











— a 


sim gas 


— = 








677 Distress in 


{9 Mary 


fever in Ballinskelligs, all those who had 
been «affected being convalescent, and that 
the only two cases in Portmagee were in 
hospital. Colonel Kirkwood spent several 
days going through the district with the 
Relieving Officer, and states that while 
this part of Caherciveen is always poor 
and congested, there is nothing in the 
nature of widespread distress this year. 
He called on the Rev. Mr. Fahy, and 
obtained from him a list of 22 families 
stated to be destitute. The Relieving 
Officer (whom both the Inspector and the 
Rev. Mr. Fahy report to be a reliable 
man) has since visited each of the per- 
gons, and reports that nine of the cases did 
not require relief, that five were already 
inreceipt of assistance from the rates, and 
that in the remaining eight cases he con- 
sidered it advisable to afford provisional 
relief. There is no undue strain on the 
resources of the Poor Law in this Union 
as yet. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman answer the second 
paragraph } 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
reason to believe exceptional measures 
are necessary. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right honourable 
Gentleman not aware that the two 
Unions which comprise this dis- 
tressed districts are in debt and cannot 
afford relief? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member must give notice of 
any further Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is it not the 
fact that hundreds of families in these 
districts are being fed by the Relief 
Committee? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If there is 
any destitution not provided for by the 
Relief Committee it should be provided 
for by the guardians. 


POTATO SPRAYING MACHINES. 
Mr. JOHNSTON: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state what 
the Irish Government and the boards of 





1898} 


guardians are doing to see that the 
people of Ireland are properly provided 
in good time with potato spraying 
machines and the materials necessary to 
be used to check the potato disease ; and 
what advantage will be taken by the 
Government to avail themselves of the 
generous offers of the principal Irish 
railway companies to convey Strawsonite 
and spraying machines free of charge on 
their various lines? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Government have authorised loans to 
boards of guardians in Ireland for the 
supply of spraying machines for the use of 
occupiers of holdings valued at and under 
£15, and the guardians may either sell 
these machines for cash or let them out 
on hire to occupiers. An arrangement 
has also been entered into whereby spray- 
ing mixture may be supplied to small 
farmers through boards of guardians by 
means of loans repayable in two yearly 
instalments, or by cash purchase, with 
20 per cent. abatement. It will be pos- 
sible for an occupier to purchase one of 
these machines for cash at about a pound, 
and where a number of occupiers agree 
to hire a machine the hiring rates will 
be nominal. ‘lhe guardians of some 30 
unions have, so far, decided to supply 
the machines, and many more will doubt- 
less do the same later on. The generous 
offers of the Irish railway companies will, 
of course, be taken advantage of by the 
guardians, and will result in a propor- 
tionate decrease im the cost of the 
machines to small farmers. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will there be any 
means of guaranteeing the quality of the 
spraying mixture? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 
as far as the Government are concerned, 
precautions will be taken to secure the 
supply of suitable mixture. 


DISTRESS IN SLIGO COUNTY. 
Mr. THOMAS CURRAN (Sligo, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the 
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resolutions adopted by the Dispensary 
Committee of Aclare, county Sligo, affirm- 
ing that large numbers of the migrating 
labourers are in such a condition of desti- 
tution that they are unable to pay for 
tickets to take them to England; and 
whether, in view of the importance of 
enabling them to reach the districts 
where they usually engage in harvesting 
operations, he will make such arrange- 
ments with the Irish and English railway 
companies as will enable these men to 
travel to England? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My attention 
has been directed to the resolutions 
referred to in the first paragraph. There 
is only one Irish railway company asso- 
ciated with the migration of harvest men 
to England—namely, the Midland Great 
Western. Special through rates arranged 
between this company and the London 
and North Western Railway Company 
and the City of Dublin Steam Packet 
Company were made this year as usual, 
beginning so far back as the 4th Febru- 
ary. The rates are very reasonable, and 
represent a reduction of from 33 to 40 
per cent. on ordinary fares. I under- 
stand from the Midland Great Western 
Company that, as a matter of fact, the 
number of harvest men this year is an 
increase upon last year for the same 
period over the whole railway system. 
Under the circumstances it would not 
appear that any action is called for on 
the part of the Government, but if any 
general difticulty is shown to exist of the 
kind indicated in the Question the rail- 
way company might, perhaps, find it to 
their interest to reduce the fares still 
further in order to meet it. 


ADMIRALTY OFFICE STATIONERY, 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether the Depart- 
mental Committee which was appointed 
last year to consider the question of 
stationery used in the Admiralty Offices 
have mada their Report; and has any 
economy resulted therefrom; if so, to 
what extent? 


Mr. T. Curran. 


{COMMONS} 





illing in Scotland, 680 


Tue SECRETARY v0 tHe ADML 
RAL'Y (Mr. W. G. E. Macarryzy, Antrim, 
S.): It is expected that the Committee 
will make their Report shortly, [| 
am not, therefore, able to make any 
statement at present. 


Mr. WEIR: Can the _ honourable 
Gentleman give us any idea when he will 
be able to! This Question was first put 
12 months ago. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I cannot, 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will state the num- 
ber of withdrawals frorm the Post Otica 
Savings Bank for the vear ending 31st 
December, 1897, and the amount so with 
drawn ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The number of with- 
drawals from the Post Ottice Savings 
Bank during the vear ended 31st Decem- 
ber, 1897, was 4,630,425, and the 
amount so withdrawn was £28,700,320. 


ILLEGAL TROUT KILLING IN SCOT- 
LAND. 

Sir JOHN KINLOCH (Kincardine- 
shire): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether the attention of the Government 
has been drawn to the increasing use of 
netting and other illegal methods of kill- 
ing trout in the streams of Scotland, espe- 
cially in those which are unpreserved and 
free to the public, to the destruction of 
the sport of legitimate anglers; and 
whether the law could be made more 
stringent in order to meet this evil? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The atten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government has 
not been specially calied to any increase 
in netting or other illegal methods of . 
fishing for trout, except in the cases cf 
Lochs Stenness and Harray, in the Ork- 
neys. It is considered that the Fresh- 
water Acts of 1845 and 1860 are, if en- 
forced, sufficient to prevent the practices 
comp'ained of. 

















Official 
INNISHOWEN LAND CASES. 

Mr. THOMAS B. CURRAN (Donegal, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state the course the Land Commis- 
sion propose to take as to the cases from 
the northern part of Innishowen, set 
down for hearing at Buncrana; whether 
he is aware that many of the tenants will 
have to walk 30 miles to have their cases 
heard if the piace of hearing is Bun- 
crana; and whether, under all the 
circumstances, the court will be held at 
varndonagh ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Com- 
missioners are in communication with the 
Chairman of the Sub-Commission before 
whom the cases referred to are listed for 
hearing, and he will endeavour to fix a 
date on which the hearing can be taken 
up at a place more convenient to the 
parties interested than Buncrana. 


CARNDONAGH RAILWAY. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 


whether the agreement with the Lough 
Swilly Company relating to the Carn- 
donagh Railway provides for the advance 
of money for the purchase of land and 
other purposes immediately on the grant 
of the Order in Council; and if he will 
consult the Law Officers of the Crown in 
Ireland as to whether, under the circum- 
stances which have arisen, such an 
advance could now be made? 


Mr. HANBURY: Article 6 of the 
agreement empowers the Treasury, on 
the Order in Council being obtained, to 
make advances to the company, up to 
the limit of £40,000, to meet the 
expenses incurred in the earlier stages 
ef the undertaking. But the agreement 
also contemplates that these expenses 
shall be included in the contract for 
which tenders are to be obtained by 
public competition. Until a satisfactory 
tender has been obtained the Treasury 
do not feel justified in incurring any 
expenditure, for purchase of land or other- 
wise, which can possibly be avoided. The 
Treasury are the sole judges of the con- 
struction and effect: of the agreement, 


end I see no occasion to consult the Law 


Officers, 
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FREE POSTAGE TO THE CLERK TO THE 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, on what date the promise 
that Members of the House of Commons 
may write on official business to the Clerk 
of the House of Commons without pay- 
ment of postage will be carried into 
effect ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Steps are being 
taken to add the Clerk of the House of 
Commons to the list of officials entitled 
to receive letters on the public service 
free of postage. Formal Treasury sanc- 
tion has to be given, and a notice issued 
to all post offices in the United King- 
dom, but there is no reason why the 
arrangement should not come into force 
by to-morrow week, Tuesday being the 
day on which the Post Office weekly 
circular is issued. 


OFFICIAL “GAZETTES.” 

Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether the Official 
Gazette belongs to the Government or to 
a private firm ? 

Mr. HANBURY: There are three Offi- 
cial Gazettes—the London, Edinburgh, 
and Dublin Gazettes—all being Govern- 
ment publications, but they are pub- 
lished under different systems. The 
London Gazette, to which the honourable 
Member probably refers, is published by 
a private firm under a contract obtained 
by open competition in 1889. They edit 
the Gazette, print it at their own cost, 
and sell it for their own profit at prices 
fixed by the contract. For this privilege 
they pay the Government £1,250 a year, 
and the Government receives also the 


sums paid for advertisements. The 
Edinburgh and Dublin Gazettes are 


printed and sold by the Government. 


Mr. LEWIS: For how long is the 
contract? 


Mr. HANBURY: I am not quite sure. 
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VOLUNTARY SCHOOL ASSOCIATIONS. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion what is the number of Church of 
England schools, and what are the num- 
bers of any other classes of Volun- 
tary schools, included in the 25 
schools from whom the grant under the 
Voluntary Schools Act has been with- 
held on the ground that they have un- 
reasonably refused to join an associa- 
tion ; and by what tests the Department 
has determined the question whether the 
refusals to join associations are or are 
not unreasonable? 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
«Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
Nineteen of these schools were described 
as Church of England schools. The other 
six appear to have been undenomina- 
tional. The test applied in each case 
‘was a consideration of the validity of the 
objection to join an association which 
was put forward by the managers of the 
school. 


RHODESIAN MEDALS. 

Mr. HUTTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can give any information 
with regard to the issue of medals by 
the Chartered Company to the officers 
and soldiers employed in Rhodesia be- 
tween 24th March and 3lst December, 
1896; and whether he can state when 
such medals will be distributed? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: The issue of these medals in 
accordance with Army Order No. 96, of 
July, 1897, will take place as soon as 
the rolls are complete. There has been 
unfortunately delay and difficulty in pre- 
paring the full rolls in South Africa of 
the local forces engaged. 


ANTRIM JURORS. 
fr. O'NEILL (Antrim, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if under the Local 
Government Bill jurors residing in the 
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county of Antrim outside the borough of 
Belfast will be required to attend to busi- 
ness only connected with the county, and 
not as heretofore to attend to business 
connected with the county and borough 
of Belfast jointly? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Undor 
Clause 45 of the Bill, the administrative 
county will be the county for all pur. 
poses, including jurors; therefore jnrors 
residing in Antrim, outside Belfast, will 
not be required to attend to business 
connected with Belfast. This provision 
is subject to the transitory provision in 
Clause 76, that the jurors will not ‘be 
affected by any change of boundaries 
until the jurors lists revised in 1899 
come into operation. 


LORD GOSFORD v. THE IRISH LAND 
COMMISSION. 


CotongL McCALMONT (Antrim, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what were 
the costs incurred by the Irish Land 


Commission in the case of the Queen at 
the prosecution of Lord Gosford v. the 
Irish Land Commission in the Queen’s 
Bench Division and the Court of Appeal ; 
whether these expenses were incurred 
through the Land Commission having 
refused to state a case for the Court of 
Appeal or for leave to appeal; is he 
aware that the judges were of opinion 
that the questions at issue were ques 
tions of law which arose in the case, and 
were questions which should have been 
submitted for the opinion and decision 
ef the Court of Appeal; and whether 
directions can be given to the Land Com- 
mission to enable parties to have matters 
of law decided by the Court of Appeal 
without having to resort to the legal 
remedies vested in the Common Law 
Division of the High Court of Justice! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The costs 
of the Land Commission in the Queen's 
Bench Division and Court of Appeal 
amounted to £463. These costs were 
incurred in upholding a procedure, the 
legality of which was challenged, that 
had existed for a number of years and 
which the Court of Appeal unanimously 
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decided to be correct. The Land Com- 
mission, in the exercise of their judicial 
discretion, declined to state a case for the 
Court of Appeal upon certain questions 
submitted to them. As regards the 
third and fourth paragraphs, I must 
remind my honourable Friend that it is 
not the province of the Executive to ex- 
press any opinion on questions of law or 
to give directions of the kind suggested. 


BRITISH LIGHT DUES. 

Mr. M. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can state what is the amount 
per ship which American and other 
foreign vessels have to pay in light dues, 
and otherwise, for entering British ports, 
or for the use of harbours in British 
waters; and whether he can state to 
what extent these charges exceed the 
proposed tonnage dues on European 
ships which the American Congress has 
been considering as a means for raising a 
war revenue / 


Tur PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnm, Croydon): 
The amount of light dues paid by 
foreign ships depends not only on their 
tonnage, but also upon the lighthouses 
they pass ; and it is therefore impossible 
to state the amount payable per ship, but 
during the year 1894 9,327 foreign 
vessels with a tonnage of 4,591,518 paid 
£105,314, showing an average of about 
£11.8 per vessel or 5d. per ton for the 
year. There are no Government charges 
for entering British ports or for the us2 
of British harbours. Without more 
definite information it is impossible to 
compare the charges for light dues in 
this country with those to which the 
honourable Member refers, but they are 
considerably less than the charge re- 
cently proposed in the Bill before the 
American Congress. 


ANDERSONSTOWN POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. S. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any arrangements have yet 
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been made to provide for an early col- 
lection of letters at Andersonstown, now 
within the borough of Belfast, so that 
letters the same morning of collection 
may be in time for first delivery in that 
city ; and, if nothing has yet been done, 
what is the cause of delay? 


Mr. HANBURY: Arrangements have 
not been made to provide an early col- 
lection of letters at Andersonstown, as in- 
quiry shows that the expense would not 
be warranted. In February last great 
improvements were introduced both in 
the collections and deliveries at Ander- 
sonstown, although, according to the 
strict rules which regulate these services, 
they were hardly justified by the extent 
of the business. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. E. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): [ 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what, besides 
agricultural land, is meant by “ heredita- 
ment entered as land in the valuation 
list within the meaning of the Valuation 
Acts” in Sub-section 4, Clause 34, of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Heredita- 
ments entered as land in the Valuation 
List within the meaning of the Valuation 
Acts would include woods, gardens, and 
pleasure grounds. The term would also 
include some parts of railways and canals, 
but it is not intended that any agricul- 
tural grant should be paid in respect 
of these. There is an Amendment in my 
name on the Paper excluding the latter. 


EXPENDITURE ON BARRACKS. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the total 
expenditure on the provision of barrack 
accommodation during the last five years 
in Scotland, England, and Treland 
respectively ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The total expendi- 
ture on the provision of barrack accom- 
medation, excluding maintenance, during 
the five years from 1892 to 1897, is as 
follows:—England, £2,295,165; Scot- 
land, £34,990; and Ireland, £581,326. 


COUNCIL OF INDIA. 

Mr. PIRIE: I bee to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for India how 
many vacancies have occurred in the 
Council of India since the enactment of 
52 and 53 Vic., cap. 65; how many of 
those occurring lave been filled up; and 


ef the Council? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: One vacancy in the Council of 
India existed at the time of the enact- 
ment of 52 and 53 Vic., cap. 65, and 10 
vacancies have occurred since; of those 
11 vacancies the Secretary of State has 
recorded his intention to abstain from 
filling three. The present number of 
members of the Council is 11, and there 


is one vacancy, which will shortly be 
filled. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
EXAMINERS. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Edueaiioun whether, as it was admitted 
by his predecessor that the duties cf 
examiners in the Education Department 
are merely administrative in the same 
sense as are the usual functions of Civil 
servants, any reason exists why these 
posts should not in future be filled in 
the ordinary way by examination and 


promotion from the ordinary clerical 
staff? 


Sm JOHN GORST: I cannot find that 
my predecessor ever made the admission 
alleged. I must refer the honourable 
Member to the answers to similar ques- 
tions given by my predecessor on 
February 9th, 1893, and by me on May 
11th, 1897, to which I have nothing to 
add. 
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RESOLUTIONS FOR COMMITTEES OF 
WAYS AND MEANS. 

Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer why the Resolu- 
tions to be discussed this day in 
Committee of Ways and Means have not 
been printed? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tne KX. 
CHEQUER: The same course has been 
adopted as on previous occasions. The 
Rules of the House do not require notice 
to be given. The only important Reso- 
lution is that relating to the tea duty, 
which has been printed. 


Mr. LEWIS: Will the right honour- 


| able Gentleman, for the convenience of 


what is the present number of members | the House, have the other Resolutions 


printed ? 


Tag CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: I have no objection per- 
sonally, but I am afraid it would not be 
in accordance with practice. 


PENSIONS FOR THE ORDNANCE 
FACTORY WORKMEN, 

Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office. whether he 
would favourably consider the propriety 
of establishing a pension ‘scheme for 
employees in the Ordnance Factories on 
the same lines as those laid down by the 
Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 
and founded partly on deductions from 


| wages; and whether he would consider 


if moneys now available for gratuities to 
those employees might be better used 
for such a pension scheme? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It has before been 
stated to the House that it is not con- 
sidered necessary or desirable to 
add to the number of established 
workmen employed in the Ordnance 
Factories; and even if the value 
of the gratuity to which some of 
the workmen become entitled were taken 
into account, it is believed that the 
deduction from wages which would have 
to be made in order to provide a pension 
is more than the great: majority of the 
men concerned would be prepared t6 
submit to. 
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DR. JENNINGS, J.P. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Dr. Jennings, J.P., Skibbereen, who was 


charged = las week in the Petty 
Sessions Court, Skibbereen, with 
assaulting and wounding his servant 


Mary Collins; whether the attention of 
the Lord Chancellor has been called to 
the conduct of Dr. Jennings in this case, 
and in other breaches of the peace by 
this gentleman; and whether the Lord 
Chancellor intends to remove him from 
the Commission of the Peace? 


Mr. FLYNN: Before the right honour- 
able Gentleman answers that Question, 
may I ask whether it is not the fact 
whether the charge brought by Mary 
Collins was not dismissed by the magis- 
trates, in Petty Sessions assembled, and 
whether a summons by the police against 
the same defendant was not also dis- 
missed at the same sessions? 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN: Was there not 
collusion between this man and the police 
officers ? 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL rcr 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxrxsox, Londonderry, 
N.): I have been furnished with a report 
of the procecdings on the hearing of the 
charge referred to in the first paragraph. 
The complainant, on being called, stated 
that the defendant had not assaulted her, 
and the case was thereupon dismissed by 
the magistrates on the merits. Under 
the circumstances, there is nothing in 
this case calling for action on the part 
of the Lord Chancellor. In August of 
last year the honourable Member drew 
attention to certain proceedings on the 
part of Dr. Jennings, who, it was alleged, 
had obstructed the issue of a summons 
against himself on 
which 
drawn. 


a charge of assault, 
was subsequently with- 
No grounds whatever have been 
shown for superseding him in the Com- 


mission of the Px Pce, 


O'BRIEN: Did not 


police that the doctor 


charge 


Mr. P. 


Collins tell the 
7 ? 
{ 


Mary 


had assaulte: it not notorious 


in the district that she refused to give 


her, and is 
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impose on the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies, in ap- 
proving or disapproving schemes under 
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evidence because she had been squared 
by the doctor? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
[No Reply.] 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
SCHEMES. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydfil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been directed to the terms of the pro- 
posal put forward by the Board of 
Management of the South Wales and 
Monmouthshire Miners’ Permanent Fund 
for a scheme of compensation in substi- 
tution of that contained in the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act; is he aware 
that the additional amount which it is 
proposed that the employers should in 
future contribute, on condition that the 
workmen contract themselves out of the 
new Act, is less than 1d. per ton, and is 
little, if at all, in excess of the figure 
estimated by the Government during 
the time the Bill was under discussion 
by the House, when regard is had to the 
more than ordinarily dangerous nature 
of mining in South Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire; and whether, seeing that 
the Chairman of the Permanent Fund 
did by letter when the Bill was before 
the House express the opinion that the 
Act would impose a liability of 3d. per 
ton on the output of coal in South 
Wales, will the Government draw the 
attention of the Registrar’ of Friendly 
Societies to this latter circumstance 
before he sanctions any scheme for South 


Wales in substitution of the Act! 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror ror 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Riptey, Lancashire, N., Blackpool): 1 
have not seen the terms of the proposed 
scheme, but I am glad to learn from 


various sources that the terms on which 
coalowners are able to insure themselves 


under the Act 
confirm the accuracy of the estimate, 
which I put before the House last year, 
of the liability which the Act would 
coal industry. The 


against the risks 
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the Act, occupies an independent posi- 
tion, and I do not think it would be 
desirable that I should attempt to 


influence his judgment. 


CHELSEA PETITION. 

Mr. GILES (Cambridge, Wisbech): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General whether 
in consequence of the decision in the 
Chelsea Petition he will introduce a Bill 
to make illegal the supplying of food 
and drink during an _ election to 
electors, whether professed supporters or 
opponents ! 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): I cannot under- 
take to introduce a Bill, as in my opinion 
the existing law is sufficient to make 
illegal the practice referred to in the 
Question of my honourable and learned 
Friend. I have some difficulty in recon- 
ciling the decision in the Chelsea case 
with previous decisions. It must have 
proceeded upon some special view of the 
facts proved. 


POWERS AND THE PACIFIC. 

Mr. BILLSON (Halifax): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if there is in exist- 
ence any agreement or understanding 
between Great Britain and France, Ger- 
many, or any other Power, binding the 
parties to it not to acquire further 
islands or territory in the Pacific? May 
I add that I am sure the whole House 
joins with me in congratulating the right 
honourable Gentleman on his recovery 
from his recent illness. 


Tus UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): I have 
to inform the honourable Gentleman, 
whom I thank for his kind remarks, that 
there is in existence no such general 
agreement or understanding, although 
special arrangements have from time to 
time been concluded with regard 
particular islands in the Pacific. 


Secretary of State for Home Department 


to 
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TOURMALINE. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he is aware that a Mr. Henry 
M. Grey, one of the prisoners of the 
Tourmaline, has made a_ statement 
that the said prisoners, who are British 
subjects, had been kept prisoners for 
three months without trial, chained 
together by tthe neck, shackled with 
camel shackles, robbed, spat upon, and 
jeeringly invited to call upon the British 
Government to come and help them; 
and whether he will cause inquiry to be 
made into the truth of this statement 
with a view to demand reparation for 
such treatment! 


Mr. CURZON: We kave received the 
statement by Mr. Grey. As soon as Her 
Majesty’s Minister at Tangier learnt that 
the prisoners had been captured he com- 
municated with the Grand Vizier as to 
their welfare, and requested that they 
should be subjected to no harsh treat- 
ment. On reports reaching Tangier in 
February last that the prisoners were 
ill-treated, Sir Arthur Nicolson brought 
the matter to the notice of the Grand 
Vizier, who assured him that orders had 
been sent to treat them with kindness, 
and further stated that letters had been 
sent to Kaid Gilooly to take great care 
of the captives, and to supply them with all 
the provisions they required, and with 
bed-clothes, tents, and good mules for 
their journey. At the request of Sir A. 
Nicolson, fresh orders were sent to that 
effect. After the statement made by one 
of the prisoners in the Consular Court 
on the 30th ultimo with regard to the 
ill-treatment they had suffered, Sir A. 
Nicolson addressed a strong remonstrance 
to the Moorish Government. He states 
that he believes the Moorish Government 
were anxious that the prisoners should 
be well treated, but that in the early 
stages of their imprisonment the officer 
in charge behaved with great harshness 
until he received strict orders to treat 
them well. Their treatment then im- 
proved and they reached Tangier in good 
health. Sir A. Nicolson proposes to 
demand the punishment of this official, 
and Her Majesty’s Government will sup- 
pert the demand. 


692 











for 
A. 
hat 
one 
yurt 
the 
A. 
ince 
ates. 
1ent 
ould 
arly 
ficer 
ness 
reat 
im- 
rood 
5s to 
icial, 


sup- 








693 Absentee 





AMERICAN TONNAGE DUES. 


: Mr. DAVITT: I beg to agk the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what European Powers besides 
Great Britain have made representations 
te the Government of the United States 
with reference to the tonnage dues which 
were proposed in the American Congress 
as a means of raising revenue for war 
purposes ; what instructions were given 
by Her Majesty’s Government to the 
British Ambassador in connection with 
theso representations; and whether the 
representations in question were made 
by European Powers individually or col- 
lectively ; and, if collectively, whether he 
can state which Power took the initiative 
in the matter! 


Mr. CURZON: An unofficial request 
was addressed on the 28th ultimo to the 
State Department by Her Majesty’s 
Ambassador as Doyen of the Diplomatic 
Corps, on behalf of the Representatives 
ef France, Germany, Austria-Hungary, 
Sweden, Denmark, Russia, Belgium, the 
Netherlands, and Italy, that a hearing 
might be given before a Committee of 
the House to the agents of the steamship 
companies and shipowners, in order to 
enable them to state their case against the 
proposed increase in the tonnage dues. No 
instructions had at that time been sent 
to Sir Julian Pauncefote, but his 
Excellency was instructed on the 29th 
ultimo to represent to the Secretary of 
State the great hardship to British ship- 
ping and commercial interests which 
would be involved by the passing of the 
measure. No official representation was 
made jointly to the United States Govern- 
ment on the subject, but separate repre- 
sentations were made by the representa- 
tives of Germany, France, Denmark, and 
the Netherlands. 


EGYPT. 


The following Question appeared on 
the Paper— 


Mr. Pickerscinu.: To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
there has been any increase of crime and 
violence in Egypt since the date of Lord 
Cromer’s last Report. 
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Members. 


On its being called, 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
©.W.) said: This Question has been so 
emasculated at the Table without any com- 
munication with me that it is futile now 
to put it. 
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PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he will agree to the ap- 
pointment of a Committee to inquire 
whether any change can be made in the 
method of procedure regarding private 
Members’ Bills? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovr, Manchester, 
E.): The subject to which the honour- 
able Gentleman refers is one of immense 
range, and it might be said to include 
an examination into the cause and effects 
of the growing tendency to leave legisla- 
tion of a far-reaching character more and 
more in the hands of the Government of 
the day. Such an investigation would 
go far beyond a mere examination of the 
working of a particular Standing Order, 
and, indeed, would go to the very root af 
our legislative system. Without pro- 
nouncing a final judgment on the subject, 
I do not think we could with advantage 
embark on such a vast enterprise at the 
present moment. 


ABSENTEE MEMBERS. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the Act of the sixth 
Henry VIII., chapter 16, enacting that 
no Member of Parliament shall absent 
himself from attendance therein except 
he have licence of the Speaker and 
the Commons, and the same licence be 
entered on record in the book of the 
Clerk of the Parliament appointed for the 
Commons House, he purposes to take any 
steps to cause the law to be observed, or 
to repeal the Act? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: In answer to my honourable 
Friend I have to say I understand he 
has omitted one important phrase in the 
Act of Henry VIIL, which is as follows—- 

“That those Members who absent themselves 

from Parliament without licence of the Speaker 
of the House. shall be entered in the book 
of the Clerk of the Parliament kept for that 
purpose, and deprived of their wages.” 
The statute is evidently directed against 
those gentlemen who took the pay of 
their constituents and did not do the 
work their constituents thought they 
ought to do. It is evident that as our 
constituents no longer pay honourable 
Gentlemen, therefore that particular 
statute has lost its cogency. But on the 
general Question, I may say I think a 
general practice has grown up in the 
House with regard to the absence of 
Members which is convenient, well under- 
stood, and which leads to no abuse. 


Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Arising out cf that answer, may 
I ask whether, as stated in 68 and 69 of 


the Rules laid on the Table by you, Mr. 
Speaker, every Member of the House is 
bound to attend the service of the House 


unless the House has given him leave 
of absence on account of illness, urgent 
business, or other sufficient cause, and 
whether such leave must not, by Rute 70, 
be asked for by Motion, after notice, 
giving leave of absence to the Member 
and stating the cause and period of his 
absence ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: It will be generally 
recognised by the House that the Rule 
which states that every Member is bound 
to attend the service of the House unless 
the House has given him leave of absence 
is a correct general statement of the 
duties of a Member, but in practice it is 
very considerably modified. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Is the First Lord of the Treasury aware 
that the Senior whip of the Government 
told us he gave the honourable Member 
for Rotherhithe leave to go to China? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 





LOCAL TAXATION IN IRELAND, 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Molton); 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea, 
sury whether it is intended that the 
Royal Commission on Rating shall in- 
quire into the incidence of local taxa- 
tion in Ireland? 


Tue FIRST LORD or ti TREA- 
SURY: The present intention of the 
Commission is, I understand, to make 
such an inquiry. No date has yet been 
fixed for it. 


SCOTCH ESTIMATES. 

Mra. WEIR: I bee to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will arrange 
that the Votes for the Fishery Board 
for Scotland and the Local Government 
3oard for Scotland shall not be taken 
until the respective Reports are in the 
hands of Members; and ean he state 
when these Reports, which are said to be 
in the hands of the printers, are likely 
to be issued? ; 


THe FIRST LORD or rie TREA- 
SURY: I am informed that the Report 
of the Local Government Board will be 
issued shortly, and that Part I. of the 
Fishery Board’s Report will be laid in the 
course of the week. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the Reports be in 
the hands of honourable Members before 
the Vote is taken! 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: I have every reason to believe 
they will. 


Mr. WEIR: I want the right honour- 
abls Gentleman to arrange that they 
shall be. 


POSTMASTERS AT FISH-CURING 
STATIONS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
directed to certain cases in which post- 
masters at curing stations are alleged 
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to be themselves interested in the curing 
trade, and to have made prior use for 
their own advantage of telegrams ad- 
dressed to other curers before these tele- 
grams were delivered to the addressees ; 
and what steps he will take to prevent 
the recurrence of these grievances during 
the ensuing fishing season? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is understood that 
the Question of the honourable Member 
refers to the sub-postmasters of Balta 
Sound and Castle Bay. A recent sub- 
postmaster of Balta Sound was engaged 
in the curing trade. But it is not known 
that the present sub-postmaster has any 
share in curing business. The sub- 
postmaster of Castle Bay is alleged to be 
an agent of a fish-curing firm at Leith. 
But there is no official knowledge on 
the point. The attention of the Post- 
master General has not been directed to 
any cases in which the sub-postmasters 
of these offices have made prior use for 
their own advantage of telegrams ad- 
dressed to other curers, and he has no 
reason to believe that any illegitimate 
use would be made by them of informa- 
tion which they might obtain in the 
course of their official duties. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Lorp H. CECIL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury a question 
of which I have sent him private notice 
—namely, whether, in view of the desire 
of several Members to raise the question 
of the propriety of restoring their com- 
missions to the officers who were con- 
cerned with Dr. Jameson in the Raid, he 
will put down the Vote for the salary of 
the Secretary of State for War on an 
early day! 

Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): The general discussion on the 
Foreign Office Vote having been post- 
poned in consequence of the illness of 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs—whom I congratulate on 
his return—I beg to ask the First Lord 
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when, consistently with his promise to 
the Irish Members, he can take the 
Foreign Office Vote! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tee TREA- 
SURY: The right honourable Gentle- 
man may, of course, if he likes, put a 
Question down, but I think it is a con- 
venient practice not to settle unneces- 
sarily long beforehand on what day 
particular Votes should be taken. Now 
it seems quite clear, in face of the 
pledges given to honourable Members 
from Ireland, that neither the Vote for 
the salary of the Secretary for War nor 
the Foreign Office Vote, upon which the 
right honourable Baronet desires to raise 
certain general questions of interest, can 
possibly be taken before Whitsuntide. 
Under these circumstances I think there 
would be no good object gained in fore- 
casting these matters until the holidays 
come near. 


Sir C. DILKE: Is the right honour- 
able Gentleman aware from the ordinary 
sources of information that a desire to 
discuss the Foreign Office Vote is felt 
on his own side of the House by a large 
number of Members? Would he lke to: 
receive an intimation to that effect from 
Members who wish to discuss it, and will 
he, in his reply, have regard to the 
statements made by the Government in 
postponing the discussion? 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): Before he replies, mex 
I ask, does not the right honourable 
Gentleman think it would be a consider- 
able relief to the House to be freed from 
Irish questions which come on every 
night of the week, and put down either 
the Foreign Office Vote or the Colonia? 
Office Vote before Whitsuntide? 

Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
honourable Member vote for a Home 
Rule Bill? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: There is clearly one serious 
obstacle to the course suggested by my 
honourable Friend, and that is that I 
have made a promise to the Irish Mem- 
bers with regard to Supply. With regard 
to the question of the right honourable 
Baronet, I am, of course, ready, indeed 
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anxious, to receive, either in a written 
or in any other form, the indications 
from bodies of Members in this House 
of their wishes as to the order in which 
Supply should be taken. I confess I 
have not received, either from the 
ordinary sources of information or in 
any other way, information that there 
is a widespread anxiety on the part of 
Gentlemen on this side of the House to 
further discuss foreign affairs. 


Mr. 8S. SMITH (Flintshire): Will the 
right honourable Gentleman say when 
the report stage of the Benefices Bill is 
likely to come on? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Not until after Whitsuntide. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdcen- 
shire, W.): It is intended to take the 
Vaccinaticn Bill to-night? If not, is 
there any prospect of it being taken 
before Whitsuntide ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: We are pledged to go on with 
the Irish Bill, and till that is finished I 
do not think much is to be gained by 
making a forecast of the business to be 
taken when that desirakle end 
attained. 


Rising in 
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RISING IN SIERRA LEONE. 
MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
Captaris BETHELL 
Holderness): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Colonies whether he has any 
information to communicate to the 
House, beyond that contained in the 
newspapers, with regard to the revolt on 
the West Coast of Africa, and whiether 
the statements in the papers are sub- 
stantially correct ? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: No, Sir. I think the 
information which is contained in the 
papers is undoubtedly exaggerated. 
There has evidently been something like 
a panic among the traders on the coast, 
and I think they have over-estimated 
the danger in which they, personally, are 
placed. But the insurrection has been 
& serious one. There have been a good 


The First Lord of the Treasury. 
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many murders, especially of missionaries, 
reported in the papers, but it is believed 
by the Governor and the military and 
naval authorities. that Freetown is in 
no danger whatever, 


Mr. DAVITT: I beg, Sir, to ask 
leave to move the adjournment of the 
House in order to call attention to “a 
definite matter of urgent public 
importance”—namiely, the alarming 
state of things in the Hinterland of 
Sierra Leone, arising out of the levying 
of the hut tax on the dwellings of the 
native population. 


Leave having been given, 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That this House do now adjourn.”—/(Mr, 
Davitt.) 


Mr. MICHAEL DAVITT: TI should 
not have moved the Adjournment of the 
House if an opportunity had presented 
itself on Friday last of discussing this 
very serious matter upon the Vote of the 
Colonial Office, but I am in the recollec- 
tion of the House when I say that there 
was a general understanding on Friday 
evening that the area of discussion 
should bs confined to subjects relating 
to the affairs of Rhodesia. I trust, 
therefore, that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies will not think I am acting in 
|}any way discourteously or unfairly 
| towards him in giving him an oppor- 
| tunity at the earliest moment of making 
some statement to the House and to the 
country with reference to the alarming 
condition of things in this Colony. The 
House must be aware that a feeling of 
great alarm prevails in this country with 
reference to the occurrences at Sierra 
Leone. The alarm is not confined to 
England, for I am sorry to learn from 
the public Press that, according to the 
reports, some American missionaries 
have been killed, and a number of white 
people are in a state of serious appre- 
hension for their lives, while there is 
also a fear that some French subjects 
are in a similar state. In addition to 
this, the mercantile circles of Man- 
chester and Liverpool are very much 
alarmed in consequence of the injury 
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that has been done, and the greater 
injury which they fear may be done to 
their interests as a result of the policy 
pursued by the Government in levying 
this obnoxious tax upon the houses of 
these unfortunate people. The House 
will probably bear with me if I give some 
facts that have already been made public 
in connection with this trouble. I find 
that Mr. Charles Marcus, a Liverpool 
merchant, who has been connected with 
this part of Africa in business matters 
for over 20 years, has given his opinions 
with reference to the cause of this 
trouble. Quite recently he was inter- 
viewed in Liverpool, and this is what he 
says— 


“Of course you know all the disturbance 
has arisen out of the hut tax, and every trader 
in the Colony strongly deprecated the Govern- 
ment putting it in force. 1 was in touch, not 
not only with Bey Burie, who is leader of the 
disturbances, but with other chiefs, before the 
Governor came from England last time. About 
thirty chiefs visited Freetown, and they came 
to my premises. They waited about five 
months, till Sir F. Cardew arrived; they also 
wrote to the Colonial Office, stating their 
grievances, but they never got any answer.” 


This, of course, is an er parte statement, 
and, doubtless, the right honourable 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary will 
have something to say in reply. I give 
the name of my authority, who is pro- 
bably as far removed from myself in 
political cpinions as the right honour- 
able Gentleman himself, and I give Mr. 
Marcus’s statements for what they are 
worth. He also relates in this interview 
that when these chiefs had obtained an 
audience with the Governor, they pro 
tested against the injustice of the tax, 
representing themselves as poor people, 
saying their houses were probably not 
worth more than four or five times the 
amount of the tax levied upon them, and 
one of the chiefs pointed out that, although 
this heavy tax was to be levied 
upon their poor dwellings, there were 
valuable houses inhabited by English- 
men in Sierra Leone, worth £1,000 or 
£2,000, upon which not a single penny 
of tax was being levied. In addition to 
all this, the manner in which the tax 
was collected was very offensive to the 
native population. TI believe the collect- 
ing force employed by the Governor was 
made up of emancipated slaves, and these 
iax collectors were in the habit of often 
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offering insults to their previous 
masters—a proceeding calculated to 
make those masters not too contented 
with the rule established over them. In 
addition to this, I find that a lady, well- 
known in this country for her intimate 
knowledge of West African affairs, and 
who is, I believe, a strong political sup- 
porter of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, has expressed her opinion with 
reference to this hut tax. I mean Miss 
Kingsley. That lady has recently 
expressed the following scathing con- 
demnation of this tax— 


“West Africa is a sort of place where they 
don’t care a row of pins for intentions, but 
judge by facts. The facts of that hut tax are 
ugly ones, even if contemplated with calm- 
ness. You have (1) a colony whose prosperity 
is dependent on its Hinterland territory, 
destroying it by an attempt to raise revenue— 
further revenue, over and above what it already 
yields from excessive Custom dues—by means 
that are, to the minds of the people you 
want to get the money from, both oppressive 
and unjust; (2) by driving them to war, and 
killing them also—a thing it is perfectly justi- 
fiable to do with blacks or whites, provided it 
is necessary for some noble purpose—you are 
destroying all future prosperity in the colony. 
For in all West African Colonies, rich as they 
are in timber, oil, rubber, minerals, ete., your 
most valuable asset is the native, for without 
him you cannot work those other things.” 


In addition to these reasons against this 
tax, there is the additional one that some 
600 or 700 white people have their lives 
imperilled by this criminal stupidity on 


the part of the Governor. Miss King- 
sley took a purely natural view of this 
hut tax, but I want the House to con- 
sider it also from its ludicrous side. This 
tax brings in about £20,000 or £25,000 
—a sum surely too small and insignifi- 
cant for which to plunge a country into 
rebellion. But that is not all, because 
the ccllection of it will now mean the 
cost of the war to be waged against 
these unfortunate people for their 
resistance. I believe that cost will 
amount to a very much larger 
sum—hbefore this trouble is ended 
—than the sum_ expected to be 
raised by means of the tax. 
To sum up the situation: first, the tax 
was to be imposed unon the miserable 
inhabitants—people who were to receive 
the blessings of English rule and civilisa- 
tion; secondly, there was the enormous 
cost of collection; and thirdly, war 
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was to be waged against the people, and 
their huts destroyed. A more criminal 
policy could not be carried out, if, instead 
of Sir Frederick Cardew, a Governor had 
been selected from Colney Hatch. A 
similar tax was imposed in the early his 
tory of the Colony, and aroused very 
strong feeling amongst the natives; but, 
for the credit of this country, an Irish- 
man was sent out as Governor—the late 
Sir John Pope Hennessey. The firs! step 
he took was the right and proper one of 
withdrawing the tax. The result was 
the instant cessation of the hostility of 
the people, who, in recognition of this 
action, observe the anniversary of the 
abolition of the tax as a day of rejoicing, 
and it is called, in the annals of the 
Colony, “Sir John Pope Hennessy’s Day.” 
Sir, the very oflicials who are now pro- 
voking this war by renewing the hut tax 
have heretofore taken part in these cele- 
brations. I venture to hope that the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies will take 
some steps to trv and have this trouble 
settled without having these unfortunate 
people mowed down by Maxim guns. We 
learned last Friday night that ihe Colo- 
deputed Sir Marshall 


nial Secretary had 
Clarke to a most responsible post in 


Rhodesia. The right honourable Gentle- 
man deserves great credit for such an 
appointment. It was made so as to 
ensure the fullest protection to the Mata- 
bele people against wanton oppression, 
and no better man could have been 
selected than the man who had the paci- 
fying of Zululand, and earned the grati- 
tude of the natives for his justice and 
humanity. If Sir Marshall Clarke were 
sent out on a temporary special mission 
to Sierre Leone to pacify these people, 
he would succeed in doing it in the short- 
est time possible, and would save a great 
deal of unnecessary bloodshed. I hope, 
therefore, the right honourable Gentle 
man will take some steps to avert the 
scenes with which we are now only too 
familiar in these petty wars and expedi- 
tions on the West Coast of Africa. A 
few weeks ago the right honourable Gen- 
tleman admitted to me that all this 
trouble, if not immediately caused 
by, was, at least, precipitated by 
the imposition of this tax, and 
surely if the trouble arose out of the 
policy of this Governor this great Empire 
ought to be equal to the test of showing 
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enough moral courage to admit that the 
policy is wrong, and that the right thing 
is to withdraw the tax, and in that way 
to pacify these people, and stop the 
bloodshed which otherwise is sure to 
follow. 


Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, 
formally seconded the motion. 


E) 


Mr. SPEAKER put the Question. 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror tae 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I do not complain of any 
act of discourtesy on the part of the 
honourable Member for East Mayo, who 
was kind enough to give me notice of his 
intention to raise this Debate, although 
it only reached me after I came into the 
House, so that I have not heen able to 
obtain all the papers I should liked to 
have had with me. At the same time I 
may have something to say that will be 
of interest to the House. At the outset, 
let me make a protest against anything 
in the nature of a hasty judgment on 
these transactions, and, above all, on any 
individual who may have been connected 
with them. I do not complain of any- 
thing that fell from the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo, except one or two 
allusions to the Governor, which, 
I think, in his absence, and in 
our incomplete knowledge, are cer- 
tainly unfair. Sir Frederick Cardew 
is a distinguished servant of the Crown, 
and he has a high reputation. He 
was appointed by my predecessor, and 
hitherto he has been successful in his 
administration of the Colony. Now that 
these unfortunate events have occurred, it 
would be most unfair to assume that they 
are necessarily due to any fault of his, 
and, above all, to any want of apprecia- 
tion of his responsibilities to the native 
population. I think the best thing I can 
do is to make a very brief statement as 
to how this question has arrived 
at its present position. In 1894 Sir 
Frederick Cardew, who has been a most 
active and zealous Governor, made a tour 
through the greater part of the Colony, 
and went into many districts which had 
never before been visited by a white man, 
and he found the country in a very 
distressing condition. It had been devas- 
tated by the Chief Samory, and by 
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slave-raiding expeditions,and also by slave- 
raiding quarrels among the chiefs them- 
selves. There was nothing in the nature 
of trade going on, and nothing in the 
nature of peaceful industry. The Hinter- 
land was really little better than a desert, 
and the chiefs earned their subsistence 
practically by selling and _ receiving 
slaves. After Sir Frederick Cardew 
had made this trip and _ formed 
his conclusions, he wrote a very full 
and interesting dispatch to Lord Ripon, 
in which he stated the results of his 
experience and made suggestions for the 
future administration of the Hinter- 
land. He expressed himself in the first 
instance as strongly of opinion that 
everything should be done, if possible, 
with the assent and goodwill of the 
chiefs, and the law administered, as far 
as possible, in accordance with native 
customs and through the chiefs. He 
further proposed a very elaborate system 
—perhaps I should say a carefully de- 
vised system, because it is really very 
simple—by which everything except 
the most serious, and the practice of 
certain barbarous native customs, should 
be administered through the chiefs. He 
also proposed an increase of the frontier 
police to keep down any raids from out- 
side, and also to prevent any slave deal- 
ing in the Hinterland. That, he esti- 
mated, would involve an additional cost 
of something like £7,000 per annum, 
and in order to raise that money, which 
could not be afforded by the Colony, he 
proposed a licence tax upon the spint 
dealers and a hut tax. Lord Ripon 
replied in his dispatch, agreeing gene- 
rally with the proposals Sir Frederick 
Cardew had made, which seemed to him 
to be sound and judicious; but he said, 
of course, that, as at that time. we had a 
boundary being settled with France, 
nothing could be done, and it would have 
to be postponed to a later period. After 
I came into oftice, the boundary question 
having been settled, the matter was again 
taken up and carefully discussed for a 
considerable period between the Colonial 
Government and the Colonial Office. We 
saw, as everyone did, the possibility of 
trouble, and we urged upon the Govern- 
ment that, if this experiment were to be 
tried, he should ascertain that he would 
have the support and goodwill of the 
chiefs in carrying out the change. As a 
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matter of fact, there was a great gather- 
ing of chiefs at Sierra Leone. Matters 
were explained to them, and Sir Frede- 
rick Cardew was under the impression 
that no serious opposition would be 
raised either to the system of adminis- 
tration or to the taxation upon which it 
was to be based. Of course, all taxation 
is objectionable to all men, and I do 
not 


Mr. DAVITT: May I ask if it is not 
the fact that at this interview the chiefs 


intimated that they would not pay the 
tax? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: No; certainly not, ac- 
cording to my information; quite 
the reverse. I should add also, in con- 
nection with this matter, that the 
honourable Member speaks of a com- 
munication sent to the Colonial Office 
which was not answered. That is not 
correct. 





Every communication coming 
to the Colonial Office has been answered, 
and the particular communicaticn to 
which, I imagine, the honourable Member 
refers was a document which I shall have 
pleasure in showing him, and which, I 
think, may amuse him. It is very able 
in a sense, but it is also rather ludicrous 
in form. It was evidently drawn up for 
the chiefs, not by the chiefs themselves, 
but by a half educated, or partly edu- 
cated, native. This document made the 
most extraordinary statements as to the 
supposed intentions of the Government, 
and the character of the new administra- 
tion which it was proposed to put in 
force. The chief objection was to what 
was said to be the intention of the 
Government—namely, to put the chiefs 
themselves under magistrates, who would 
have the power to order them to be 
flogged, in the presence of their wives 
and families and slaves, for the most 
trumpery offences. I give that as an 
instance of the extraordinary misappre- 
hension which existed as to what would 
take place. I need not tell honourable 
Members that nothing of the kind ap- 
pears in the Administrative Order Book, 
and that no power of that sort was 
given to anybody. These misapprehen- 
sions were most carefully explained to the 
chiefs, and Sir Frederick Cardew was given 





























V07 


to understand that no serious objection 
would be taken to the enforcement of 
the new administration. A good deal 
has been said about this tax, as if it 
were an unreasonable tax, and _ the 
honourable Member for East Mayo has 
referred to the value of the huts. I do 
not think the value of the huts has any- 
thing to do with it. This is the only tax 
that could have been imposed upon the 
Hinterland ; it is imposed in substitution 
for all other taxes, and it was the only 
form of direct taxation which has been 
found suited to native races. Supposing 
it had been levied, as originally proposed, 
at 5s. per hut, and assuming that a family 
consists of five persons, it means one 
shilling per head of the population. 
Surely that is not an excessive tax upon 
a negro population living in an extremely 
rich Hinterland, in which, as I am in- 
formed, a single bushel of the native 
products would have been sufficient to 
pay the tax? That does not appear, on 
the face of it, to be an excessive or 
exaggerated amount of taxation. The 
Governor, however, as the result, I 
believe, of communications with the 
chiefs, agreed to make a considerable 
reduction. He agreed, for instance, not 
to impose it upon pure natives, and he 
also agreed to reduce the amount from 
10s., as originally intended, to 5s.; and 
made other changes in the method of 
collection which he thought would re- 
move any objection that might be taken. 
I heard the honourable Member for East 
Mayo read a letter from a Mr. Marcus. 
I do not know whether he attributed to 
that gentleman the statement that the 
tax had been collected with excessive 
brutality by the tax collectors. Well, I 
really do not know what authority Mr. 
Marcus—who could hardly have been 
present—has for such a statement, but it 
is not confirmed by information in my 
possession. The tax was collected under 
a district commissioner, who was spe- 
cially appointed for the purpose, and 
with, I believe, the assistance of the 
frontier police, a well-organised and dis- 
ciplined force, and, without absolute 
proof, I am not inclined to believe the 
statement of extraordinary misbehaviour 
on the part of the force so employed. I 
said that the tax did not appear to be an 
excessive one, and I should add that 
neither does it appear, a priori, to be a 
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tax to which natives have a serious ob- 
jection, because a similar tax has been 
imposed and collected in Zululand, Cape 
Colony, on the Gambia, which ig in- 
habited by a similar race, and, stronger 
than all, in the adjoining French Colony 
of French Guinea, where the tax 
is much higher than that pro 
posed for Sierra Leone, and amounts 
to about ten frances per hut. Although 
I am not at all desirous of prejudging the 
ultimate decision—my own mind is abso- 
lutely open in regard to the wisdom of 
the tax—yet I say that @ priori, there was 
nothing to make either Sir Frederick 
Cardew or the Colonial Office aware that 
a tax of this kind would necessarily raise 
a rebellion. The rebellion arose through 
the resistance of a chief named Bey 
Burai, a gentleman with whom tke Cclo- 
nists have had trouble on a previous occa- 
sion. On two occasions, at leasi, Bey 
Burai has been ordered to be arrested, 
but the arrest has never been effecied, 
and perhaps he began to think that he 
was independent of any Colonial control. 
At all events, he bears a very bad charac- 
ter, not only with the Colonial Govern- 
ment, but with the missionaries, of which 
we have evidence that I can produce if 
desired. In fact, I think he has been a 
slaver, and a rather turbulent person. 
The insurrection which took place in this 
district lasted for some time, but prac- 
tically it appears to have been subdued. 
The latest telegram is to the effect that 
there is no more fighting, and that active 
operations were at an end, although armed 
natives are sti!l ranging in the districts 
and Bey Burai is still at large. Then, 
just as we were congratulating ourselves 
upon the close of the whole of this unfor- 
tunate business, a new disturbance broke 
out in another district to the east of that 
I have menticned, and that is the place 
where most of these murders have taken 
place. Ag to the cause of the outbreak 
I know nothing more than I have already 
told the House. Whether it was directly 
due to the collection of the hut tax I do 
not know, but I am inclined to think that 
it was not, for I believe the tax was col- 
lected before the trouble broke out. I 
am inclined to think that it was an out- 
break partly in sympathy with that 
which had occurred in other parts of the 
Hinterland, and that it was the spread 
of the discontent and general rising in 
the Hinterland of the biack population 
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against the white. I have said that the 
opposition to the hut tax was not unani- 
mous, but I am afraid-—-I am sorry to 
say it, but I am so informed, and there 
appears to be some evidence in support 
of the information-—that the chiefs, after 
their return, were actually incited to 
resist the collection of the tax. That is 
to say, after they had gone back from 
the interview with Sir Frederick Cardew 
incitements were offered to them in the 
local Press, and also by certain traders 
on the coast, to resist the collection of 
the tax. I do not mean to say that those 
who incited the chiefs contemplated any- 
thing in the nature of the resistance 
which has actually taken place, but 
undoubtedly, if my information is correct, 
they gave extremely unwise advice, which 
has led to the trouble that has since 
occurred. I will read a private letter 
which I have received, and which refers 
to information from two well-known 
authorities on the subject. The Rev. 
W. J. Humphrey is a missionary, who, I 
am sorry to say, hag since been murdered 
by natives. The following is an extract 
from the letter to whichI have referred 
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“The Rev. W. J. Humphrey, now in the 
hands of rebels, sent the enclosed letter just 
before he started on the journey on which he 
was taken prisoner. Mr. Humphrey has been 
on the coast since 1890, and knows the natives 
well; his letter shows that the revolt against 
the tax commenced with the traders themselves. 
The Bishop of Sierra Leone has been on the 
coast since 1891, and he always describes Bey 
3urai, the rebel leader, as a ‘drunken slaver.’ 
In a letter I had from the Bishop a fortnight 
ago. he stated that Bey Burai was fighting 
because he knew that the English taking 
charge of his country would put an end to 
his slave dealing. Until recently, the Temmi 
country and the Hinterland of Sierra Leone 
have not been controlled by European officials, 
and slave dealing and cannibalism have pre- 
vailed in many parts. Except during the time 
of the present Governor, many parts of the 
territory were quite unexplored, and the natives 
had hardly seen a white man.” 


This is testimony which induces me to 
remind the House that there may be two 
sides to the matter, and which ought to 
preclude a hasty judgment on the matter. 
That is the less necessary, asit is certain 
that, owing to climatic conditions, the 
rainy season coming on almost immedi- 
ately, all operations, whether of an 
offensive or defensive character, will have 
to stop for four months. During that 
time we shall have ample opportunity 


{9 May 1898} 





Sierra Leone. 710 


of making full inquiry, and of resolving 
upon what is to be our ultimate policy in 
regard to this matter. Having made 


that explanation, I shall only add that it 
is my intention to take advantage of the 
opportunity to send out aspecial Commis- 
sioner to inquire on the spot into the 
whole circumstances ; and, having made 
this statement, I hope the House will 
agree to leave the matter in my hands. 


Mr. SYDNEY C. BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I think the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo was fully 
justified in raising this question, and the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies must have 
been glad to have had the oppor- 
tunity of explaining his position in 
regard to this matter. I understood 
the right honourable Gentleman to say 
that the cessation of military operations 
will allow some months for full inquiries 
into the cause of the rebellion, and, if it 
were found that the rising was due to 
the hut tax, he would consider whether 
the tax should be continued. It was very 
probable that the original cause of the 
revolt was the action taken by Sir 
Frederick Cardew in the direction of 
interference with domestic — slavery, 
rather than to the proposals with regard 
to the hut tax. If it is shown that this 
revolt was caused by an attempt to im- 
pese new regulations, with the object of 
putting down slavery, we shall do all we 
can to strengthen the Colonial Office in 
dealing with that question ; but so far as: 
it is shown that it was due to the hut 
tax, we shall have to press for its aboli- 
tion. It has been shown that these 
tribes are in a state of poverty, and these 
changes are evidently proposed because 
it is considered necessary to do some- 
thing for them. But it seems to me a 
rather queer way of assisting a starving 
tribe to impose a hut tax. The right 
honourable Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies has shown in his 
speech that it is his desire and intention 
to bring the military operations to an 
end, and that he is going to send out 2 
special Commissioner to inquire into the 
matter, and if he finds that this revolt 
was due to the imposition of the hut tax 
he is prepared at once to abolish it. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror Tue: 
COLONIES: No; I did not say that. 
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S. BUXTON: I understood the 


right honourable Gentleman to say that 
he keeps an open mind as to the future 
policy regarding the tax, pending the 


result of an inquiry by a special and 
impartial Commissioner. In these cir- 
cumstances the honourable Member for 
East Mayo will probably not think ‘t 
necessary to press the matter further. 
I think, however, that the honour- 
able Member has done a public servic2, 
both to the cause of these natives and 
to the position of the right honourabie 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, by 
raising the question. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): This is a subject of 
great importance, and to which 
honourable Gentlemen opposite were 
quite justified in calling attention. Il 
am not sure, however, that the view 
taken by the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary of the opinion 
of the native races towards the hut tax 
was quite correct. I believe, from what 
I have heard, that the feeling among 
native races in South Airica, at all events, 
is very strong against such a tax; in fact, 
it was the strongest feeling that animated 
a race in whose fate I have taken some 
interest, the people of Swaziland, against 
the unjust conditions of the Convention 
of 1894. It is quite evident that 
in this matter there has been some 
serious mistake or imiscalculation on 
the part of the Colonial authorities. 
I quite admit that the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies was justified 
in defending the Governor, as all 
Governors should be defended until it 
has been proved that they have done 
something very wrong. And I feel sure 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for Tower Hamlets was justi- 
fied in attributing a good deal of the 
disturbance to the feeling of resentment 
that always takes place amongst slave- 
driving chiefs when they find their occu- 
pation interfered with. At the same 
time, of the facts stated by the 
honowrable Member for East Mayo are 
of a very serious character, especially the 
fact—if it is a fact—that 30 chiefs waited 
for five Sierra Leone to 
see the in order to protest 
against the imposition of the tax. I am 


one 


some 


months in 


Governor, 
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glad to hear the right honourable Gentle. 
man the Colonial Secretary decline ty 
commit himself to the proposition, which 
the late representative of the Colonial 
Office tried to bind him to, that the hut 
tax should be at once abolished. While I 
believe that the imposition of the hut 
tax was a mistake, I am not sure that a 
very rapid and premature abolition of 
it would not be a greater mistake. The 
assumption of the honourable Member 
for Tower Hamlets, that all military 
operations are to cease, also seems to 
me to be a very dangerous one. There 
is & very grave revolt at Sierra Leone, 
ond very serious events have happened. 
Missionaries and other British subjects 
have been murdered, and the murderers 
and ringleaders in the rebellion must be 
punished before peace can be effectively 
restored. 


Mr. SYDNEY 
stood the right honourable Gentle 
man the Secretary of State for ‘the 
Colonies to say that climatic conditions 
would of necessity stay operations, and 
would give three or four months for 
inquiry ; but, of course, I assumed that 
the inquiry would include the murders 
and their cause. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: The 
right honourable Gentleman has made an 
important addition to remarks. 
It would have been inferred from 
what he had said that he expected 
the Government immediately to re 
peal the tax, and allow the rebels, 
especially the leaders, to go free. I ani 
glad to know that the honourable Men- 
Ler’s meaning was misunderstood. It is 
evident that the Colonial Office are fully 
aware of the serious character of the 
position, and steps have been taken, lL 
believe, to send a sutiicient force for the 
purposes of protection. Of course, 
proper measures must be taken to punish 
the ringleaders. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land): I think, my honour- 
able Friend has a right to be satisfied 
with the answer of the Colonial Secre- 
tary, who has said all that could reason- 
ably be asked for in dealing with this 
questicn. On behalf of my honourable 
Friend I will ask leave to withdraw the 
Mction, and also to express the hope 
that in sending out a special Commis- 


BUXTON: I 


under: 


his 


Sir, 
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sioner the right honourable Gentleman 
will make as good a choice as he did 
when he selected Sir Marshall Clarke. 


Rising in 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: There is one thing 1 
should have said in view of the 
statements in the papers. We have sent 
for the protection of Freetown the first- 
class cruiser Blake, which will be able 
to land 350 men if necessary. We have 
also ordered to Sierra Leone two com- 
panies of the West Indian Regiment now 
at Lagos. We have not sent, and hav2 
no intention of sending, out any white 
troops. 


*Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Mr. 
Speaker, before the Motion is withdrawa 
I think the right honourable Gentleman 
should give us fuller information. This 
is a very important matter. While a 
great many of us are anxious to give 
the right honourable Gentleman every 
support in dealing with one section of the 
Colonies—the self-governing Colonies—- 
and have great admiration for what he 
has done for them, with regard to the 


Crown Colonies, one or two experiments 


the 
has 


which right honourable 
man sanctioned—particularly the 
hut tax—have created a great deal 
ofalarm. The right honourable Gentle- 
man stated that the Colonial Office 
did not desire to pass a veto on the pro- 
posal of the Governor. It seems, then, 
that the proposal is of quite a recent 
character. Taxes of this kind—the 
window tax and the house tax—havs 
been instituted in Great Britain and Ire- 
land. They all belonged to the past, 
and most of us thought they had 
disappeared for ever. The Colonial 
Office should have refused to sanction 
this tax from the beginning, and if they 
had, the after effects—the unhappy cir- 
cumstances which the right honourabie 
Gentleman admits are taking place— 
would have been avoided. I think the 
House should not allow the opportunity 
of drawing attention to this matter +o 
pass away so quickly. If attention is 
paid to the right honourable Gentleman’s 
statement, it will be seen it is not as 
satisfactory as it might be. My honour- 
able Friend who speaks on Colonial 
affairs from the Front Opposition Bench 


Gentle- 
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said he understood that the tax was to 
be withdrawn, but he was immediately 
corrected by the right honourable Gentle- 
man, who said he made no promise of 
that kind. I think we are entitled to 
more information than we have yet re- 
ceived from the Treasury Bench with 
regard to this most unhappy matter. My 
honourable Friend made another mistake, 
if I may say so, with great respect. He 
said he understcod that the military 
operations were to be suspended for three 
or four months, during which the 
Colonial Office would make up _ its 
mind as to what was to be done. The 
right honourable Gentleman corrected 
that. He has stated that troops are to be 
ordered up to the district for safety 
and that a cruiser has been ordered to 
Freetown to protect the inhebitants. 
That means that if there is the slightest 
explosion of temper the natives will be 
mercilessly shot down for resisting an 
imposition on which the mind of the 
Colonial Office is not clear, but on which 
the mind of this country is made 
up. We have not had that full assur- 
ance from the right honourable Gentle- 
man which my honourable Friend evi- 
dently expected, and which, I think, tho 
House also expected. This is a matter 
of the greatest gravity. We are 
touching a fiscal question, and it is 
on these questions that this House has 
made the worst mistakes. It has lost 
some of our most valuable Colonies by 
endeavouring to impose taxes not suit- 
able to them. On this particular ques- 
tion there is abundant evidence to show 
that the attempt to impose the tax was 
most injudicious, and that it should be 
withdrawn as quickly as possible. I 
think the right honourable Gentleman 
might reply to the statement of 
the honourable Member who moved 
the adjournment. He said that the 
hut tax had been tried before, and 
proved so unsatisfactory that it was 
removed by a former Governor. It was 
not sanctioned by Lord Ripon in 1894, and 
it seems a very serious matter which 
should secure more attention from the 
House than it has yet received. I will 
only say that I hope that the interval 
promised for consideration will really be 
given up to consideration, and that war- 
like operations of any kind will not be 
undertaken against the natives until a 
definite opinion is arrived at. 





715 

Mr. DAVITT: With the permission of 
the House I ask leave to withdraw the 
Motion. 


Ways and 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 
WAYS AND MEANS. 


Bupger REsoLutions. 


Considered in Committee. 

[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and Mzans, 
in the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


SUEZ CANAL SHARES, 
Resolved— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the appli- 
cation, in like manner as the New Sinking 
Fund is applied, of any sums which may have 
been, or mar be, paid into the Exchequer in 
respect of Suez Canal Shares drawn for repay- 
ment.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


ASSESSMENT OF PREMISES USED FOR 
TRADE. 


Resolved— 


“That where a deduction has been made 
from the assessment of premises used for trade 
under Section 35 of the Finance Act, 1894, the 
amount which may be authorised to be de- 
ducted, as being the annual value of such 
premises, in estimating the amount of profits 
or gains chargeable to income tax under 
Schedule D of the Income Tax Act, 1853, shali 
be such reduced amount.”—( Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.) 


TEA. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Duty of Customs now payable 
on Tea shall continue to be charged, levied, 
and paid on and after the first day of August, 
One thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, 
until the first day of August, One thousand 
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eight hundred and ninety-nine, on the impor- 
tation thereof into Great Britain or Ireland 
(that is to say):—Tea . the pound 
Four Pence."—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer.) 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): [ 
should like to raise the question as to 
whether the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is acting wisely and rightly in taking 
sixpence off the tobacco duty, instead of 
lowering the amount of the tea duty. 
To that I object. I think the reduction 
ought to be made in another quarter, 
and I ask the consideration of the Com- 
mittee for the question whether the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer should not have 
reduced the tea duty instead of the 
tobacco duty. I shall be in order, I take 
it, in discussing the amount of the tea 
duty, and in comparing the respective 
merits of the policies of reducing the 
tobacco duty and reducing the tea duty. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer in his 
Budget speech dealing with the sur- 
plus, to the best of my recollection, gave 
no sufficient reason at all for making the 
choice he then made between tobacco, 
and tea. The reason he gave for refus- 
ing to reduce the tea duty was that it 
had often been reduced, whereas the 
tobacco duty had not been reduced for a 
long time. That is not a sufficient 
reason. He also referred to the large 
amount of employment given in this 
country by the tobacco trade, but, so far 
as that is a reason, it applies equally to 
a reduction of the tea duty. Speaking 
more particularly with respect to tea, L 
need not make the obvious observation 
that, for a great portion of the com- 
munity, tea had ceased to be a luxwy, 
whereas tobacco must still be regarded 
as such. But there is one point not dis- 
cussed by the House, and that is that, 
while between tea and tobacco there 
may be a balance of considerations in 
other respects, there is absolutely no 
comparison in one of the most important 
points, and that is the relations the 
subjects bear to the industries not of 
the United Kingdom, but of the Empire. 
Supposing that the reduction of the 
tobacco tax goes to the consumer, as the 
reduction of the tea tax would go to 
the consumer, and supposing each trade 
gave employment in this country to the 
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game degree ; there is this marked differ- 
ence, that, whereas, as I understand, 
tobacco is not cultivated to any extent 
within the borders of the British Empire, 
the tea consumed in the United King- 
dom is becoming more and more a pro- 
duct of the British Empire. The figures 
on this point are really of a remarkable 
character. They have been supplied to 
me by an authority on the subject, and 
are well worth the consideration of the 
Committee. Starting in 1865, when the 
tea duty was first reduced to 6d. in the 
pound, I find that of the 100 millions 
of pounds of tea consumed in the United 
Kingdom in that year not more than 
three per cent. came from British terri- 
tory, the rest being China tea. The 
figures are, 3,000,000 from the British 
Empire, 95,000,000 from China. As 
year by year went on, and in the reduc- 
tion of the tea duty the proportion 
changed gradually in favour of British- 
grown tea, that process received a re- 
markable acceleration in the next stage 
in the history of the tea duty—namely, 
in 1891, when it was reduced to 4d. in 
the pound. Year by year China tea, 
under the lower duty, was being shoved 
out of the market by tea grown in the 
British Empire, particularly in India and 
Ceylon, until] in 1897, the last year for 
which I have any figures, we have this 
most remarkable and, I think, satisfac- 
tory conclusion, that, while the consump- 
tion of tea in the United Kingdom has 
more than doubled since 1865, the pro- 
portion between the quantity of tea 
grown within the British Empire, and in 
the rest of the world, has changed in a 
still more remarkable degree. Out of 232 
millions of pounds consumed in_ the 
United Kingdom in i897, 211 millions 
were produced within the British Empire 
and only 21 millions in China. China, 
which was sending us 95 millions in 1865, 
only sent us 21 millions in 1897, and 
the British Colonies, producing tea which 
enly sent us three miliions in 1865, sent 
us 211 millions in 1897. I do not say 
that is the result of the reduction of the 
tea duty—no doubt that had something 
to do with it—but I believe the lower 
duty had a most important bearing on 
the cultivation of tea in British India and 
Ceylon. There is a most important point 
to be mede from the figures I have 
quoted, and I ask the attention of honour- 
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able Members to it who devote them- 
selves more particularly to fostering the 
industries of the British Empire as dis- 
tinguished from the United Kingdom, 
some of whom secure opportunities not 
always legitimate for favouring the indus- 
tries of the British Empire at the expense 
of free trade principles, and the interests 
of the consumer in this country. 


AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: What does 
the honourable Gentleman mean by 
“legitimate ”? 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON : That isa matter 
of opinion. I do not agree that to show 
greater preference for Colonial products 
under all circumstances over other pro- 
ducts is a legitimate means of fostering 
the industries of the Colonies. We have 
now a choice to make by which we can 
give a perfectly legitimate preference to 
one of cur Colonial industries over the 
other parts of the world. The benefit of 
any reduction in the duty must, of course, 
in some degree, go to the producer as 
well as to the consumer, and any reduc- 
tion in the tea duty would consequently 
benefit not only the growers, but all 
employed in the cultivation of tea. If, in 
making the choice, you reduce the duty 
on tea, the benefit will fall on the pro- 
ducer who produces tea within the 
British Empire. I have given the pro- 
portion between British-grown tea and 
foreign-grown tea, and that alone ought 
to be sufficient to justify the reduction of 
the tea duty. If that duty is reduced, so 
much of the reduction as goes to the 
grower will be a benefit to our fellow 
subjects in other parts of the Empire, 
whereas, if we adhere to the proposal of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
reduce the dufy on tobacco, we will be 
benefiting very few in the British 
Empire, as far as persons engaged in the 
production of tobacco are concerned. I 
have already given you the figures of the 
amount of British-grown tea consumed 
in the United Kingdom. Take India and 
Ceylon by themselves, and the interest 
of these great dependencies in this sub- 
ject may be stated from another point of 
view. I learn from the authority whom I 
have already quoted that at the end of 
1896 the acreage under tea cultivation 
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had reached the enormous total of 
433,000 acres in India, and 320,000 acres 
in Ceyion. I am also told that in India 
and Ceylon alone the number of coolies— 
our own fellow subjects—employed in the 
cultivation of tea reaches the enormous 
figure of 900,000. All these natives who 
have given up their lives to this industry 
in our own dependencies would benefit 
by a reduction of the tea duty, whereas 
no corresponding benefit would be con- 
ferred on any large number of British 
subjects by the reduction of the tobacco 
tax. I think this is a point which ought 
to be borne in mind. I have spoken of 
the enormous advance within the last 
generation of the tea industry of the 
British Empire, particularly in India and 
Ceylon, but I gather from evidence 
derived from other sources that that 
industry is extremely susceptible to small 
variations in the profits. The right 
honourable Baronet the Member for Wol- 
verhampton is at present Chairman of a 
Commission which is about to sit, and I 
imagine some very remarkable evidence 
will, be submitted to it by commercial 
authorities in India with reference to 
increasing the value of the rupee 
by a re-adjustment. I allude to 
that to show that the tea industry in 
Ceylon more particularly. is extremely 
susceptible to small variations of profit, 
and I venture to think that if relief were 
granted by a reduction of 14d. or 2d. in 
the pound it would be a very great 
advantage to such a susceptible industry. 
The case for the reduction of the tea 
duty must, I think, be held to be proved 
by the evidence I have obtained. There 
is one other observation I should like 
to make. We have been dealing with 
the Far East very recently, and the policy 
of the “open door ;” but, whether it is 
to be established or not, I think that the 
interests involved in the opening up of 
the Chinese Empire, one way or the 
other, are too strong to be resisted, and 
we may look forward in future, I imagine, 
t» increased and strenuous opposition 
on the part of the Chinese tea industry 
as against the same industry in India 
and Ceylon. We would, therefore, be 
helping the enormous tea industry of 
India and Ceylon, under circumstances 
which it may become difficult for them 
to sustain in the future, by now reducing 
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the tea duty. What amount of reduction 
ought to be made I do not venture to 
say, but I think 1d. or 1}d. in the pound 
would easily be within the meang 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. [ 
do not know what surplus he has 
at his disposal, but I think a re 
duction of 1}d. in the pound should 
not be beyond his means. At the 
present moment the reduction of ld. 
in the pound involves a loss to the 
revenue of £1,000,000 sterling a year, 
apart from the rebatement resulting 
from increased consumption. Supposing 
we give this reduction of ld. or l}d, 
we can make certain that the benefit of 
that reduction goes to the consumer, 
Can we make certain of that with 
reference to the reduction of the duty 
on tobacco? I am speaking in the 
presence of great financial authorities, 
and, after all, as it is a theoretic prin- 
ciple that all taxation is to be paid by 
the consumer, it may be urged that any 
remission of taxation must also benefit 
the consumer. But the difficulty about 
tobacco is that it is sold in such small 
quantities. The honourable Baronet the 
Member for Bristol is not here on this 
occasion, but he could tell us how that 
is. I imagine he sells every day 
a very large quantity, not in ounces, 
but in “screws,” costing a penny 
or less. An enormous weight of 
tobacco must leave his works daily 
in the form of “screws.” It is difficult 
to see how a reduction of 6d. in the £ 
is going to benefit the very small con 
sumer. A reduction of ld. or 1}d. in the 
pound in tea would, so far as these super- 
ficial difficulties are concerned, be much 
more likely to reach the consumer, or, 
at all events, to reach him sooner than 
the proposed reduction on tobacco. 
That, however, is a question for financial 
and economic experts; but, however it 
may be decided, we have another con- 
sideration which cannot be ignored in 
making the choice we are about to make. 
Who are the persons who are going to 
be benefited by the proposed reduction 
of the tobacco duty? They are a compara- 
tively small, though substantially large, 
portion of the community as compared 
with the number of persons concerned 
in the consumption of tea. I have no 
figures to go on, and I suppose the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has none. 
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*Tue CHANCELLOR 
CHEQUER (Sir M. E. 
Bristol, W.): No. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON : Nobody can tell 
except from his own experience. Every- 
body knows that, as a rule, women do 
not smoke. 


*Tux CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: Some do. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON: Some women 
may smoke, but the personal experience 
of Members will enable them to decide 
the question for themselves. My expe- 
rience is less fortunate than that of 
honourable Members who are prepared 
to say that women do smoke. Children 
do not smoke. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: Some smoke. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON: Again my 
experience is less fortunate there than 
that of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Many men do not smoke, but most men, 
women, and children use tea. As 
far as the relief is concerned, you 


OF THE EX- 
Hicks Beacu, 


certainly spread the benefit over a larger 
area if you give preference to tea instead 


of tobacco. There is still another 
development which I do not think I ought 
to leave out before I sit down, and it— 
many honourable Members are not, per- 
haps, so well qualified by experience to 
speak on this matter—is this: that in 
such constituencies as I have the honour 
to represent a vast proportion of the 
population almost live on tea. It may 
be a good or a bad thing for them, but 
tea and bread, and not much of any- 
thing else, are the three meals which, I 
was going to say, 30 per cent. of my 
constituents have to sustain themselves 
on. In most manufacturing communi- 
ties, where there are many women em- 
ployed, as there are in the constituencies 
like those I represent, and where 
they have acquired the taste for 
tea, you will find that a large 
number of these people who live 
by hard work on small wages have 
tea and bread for breakfast, tea and 
bread for dinner, and tea and bread for 
supper. These are the people you ought 
to have regard to rather than the 
smokers, although the smokers may 
be the husbands of some of the 
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women I have mentioned. These are the 
poor people you ought to have regard to 
on this occasion rather than to the other. 
You ought to have regard to it from the 
point of view as regards the comparative 
worth of the two industries to the British 
Empire, and as regards the facility it 
affords of transferring the boon to the 
consumer instead of to the middlemen, 
and as regards the class that is to be 
benefited in respect to its numbers. 
Having regard to all these things, I do 
venture to submit to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that in deciding in this 
case in favour of tobacco and disregard- 
ing a reduction in the duty on tea he 
has made a mistake, and it is an unfor- 
tunate mistake. But it is not too late 
to rectify it, and I hope this House will 
place it on record that the duty on tea 
should be relieved instead of tobacco. I 
shall have much pleasure, therefore, in 
supporting this Motion. 


Mr. G. C. T. BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): I do not dispute the conclusions 
arrived at by honourable Members, 
but I think that a much more deep 
and important consideration underlies 
the question as to whether the reduction 
should take place on tobacco or tea, and 
that is, Sir, that we must remember that 
it is most important that every section 
of the community should at least con- 
tribute in some way to the great Imperial 
taxation of the country, and it would be 
a very evil thing if taxation were so 
arranged that a large section of the com- 
munity would practically pay nothing. 
Now, Sir, it is a fact that we have 
reduced our subjects of taxation almost 
to a minimum. We are told that the 
spirit of temperance and total abstinence 
is growing very largely. Well, Sir, that 
is a subject in which everybody is glad 
to hear of progress, and we should all 
like to see the number of total abstainers 
enormously increased ; but when we come 
to consider it from a fiscal point of view, 
if the duty on tea is practically abolished 
—which I take it to be the aim and 
object of the honourable Gentleman who 
has just spoken—we shall get this state 
of things, that practically speaking all 
those who are total abstainers will pay 
nothing at all towards Imperial taxation, 
or very little indeed. Now, Sir, 1 think 
that would be a very serious state o° 
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affairs. Let us look at it in another way. 
Take the case of a man earning a pound 
a week—a total abstainer—who consumes 
say half a pound of tea per week. What 
does that man pay to the Imperial taxa- 
tion? Why, he pays the sum of twopence 
per week to the revenue, that is to say, 
a tax of fourpence per pound. Now I 
do not think anybody can say that that 
is an unreasonable payment for a citizen 
of this great Empire who has all the 
advantages and securities that belong to 
this country. I am sure it would be a 
very bad system if the fiscal arrangements 
of the country were so made that any- 
body or any class of persons could do 
away altogether by their own method of 
living with subscribing to the Imperial 
revenue. That is the reason why I think 
that it would be a very great mistake to 
do away with the tax on tea. I know it 
would be a very popular thing, for it is 
easy enough on the platform to get popu- 
larity by advocating the reduction of any 
duty. But, at the same time, I agree 
with reducing the amount of the tax on 
tobacco, because I think many people 
really forget that with the very poor 
tobacco is almost a necessity of life. They 
might be able to do better with their 
money, but still the fact remains that 
amongst the very poor the use of tobacco 
is, after all, their only luxury, if not a 
necessity, and I therefore think that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was certainly 
right in selecting this article for the sub- 
ject of relief from taxation rather than 
tea. Although I am sure that everybody 
is glad to see a reduction of taxation, I 
think from a national and Imperial and 
social point of view it will be an evil if 
the subjects of taxation are so arranged 
that any large section of the community 
do not pay towards the Imperial revenue. 
We used to hear it as a Liberal doctrine 
that taxation and representation should 
go together, and I think there is a danger 
in enormously reducing the taxation of 
any individual who pays very little in 
proportion to his earnings, and it is an 
evil in every sense if the reduction is so 
made that any class is absolutely free 
from a certain payment to the Imperial 
taxation. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I should like to say a 
word or two now, although I do not think 
this is a fit time to discuss this subject. 

Mr. Bartley. 
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If we do not have a resolution of this 
kind we cannot re-enact the tea duties, 
When we come to the Second Reading of 
the Bill, that will be the proper time to 
discuss the whole financial bearing of 
one particular part. I confess that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer treated us 
very generously. He offered us the other 
night the choice between tea and tobacco, 
and he seemed prepared at that time 
to take it by the voices of the majority, 
and I think waited for the answer from the 
House as to which we would prefer. Ido 
not know whether he will be of the same 
mind when it comes to the discussion on 
the Second Reading of the Bill. I cor- 
fess my predilections are in favour cf 
tea, and not from any of the personal 
considerations to which the right honour- 
able Gentleman alluded the other night, 
I am not altogether so impartial as he 
is on those subjects, and I confess my 
contributions to the Exchequer under the 
head of tobacco are much higher than 
those under the head of tea. But the 
consideration by which we ought to be 
governed, I think, is whether we have a 
power of giving the consumer some 
relief. There are two questions. First 
of all it should be given if possible to the 
largest class of consumer, and, secondly, 
that you should have the greatest cer- 
tainty of the reduction getting through to 
the consumer. I have not the smallest 
doubt that there are a far larger number 
of people who consume tea than there are 
who consume tobacco. My personal 
experience does not entirely agree with 
that of my honourable and learned Friend 
the Member for Dundee that ladies do 
not smoke; certainly that is contrary 
to my own personal observation. But 
at the same time if you take family by 
family, unquestionably the number of 
parsons who partake of “the cup that 
cheers but not inebriates” is far larget 
than of persons who smoke. I have taken 
some pains to inquire as to the altera 
tions in the tea duty and the tobacco 
duty, and I am informed, on what I cer- 
tainly regard as very reliable authority 
on the subject of tea, that the whole of 
the reduction in the duty on tea has gone 
to the consumer. I cannot speak with 
the same positiveness on the subject of 
tobacco, but I think it is much more 
doubtful, and really it depends, I think, 
not so much upon the quantity as upon 
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the quality as to how far it will go to 
the consumer. However, I hope before 
we come to the Second Reading of the 
Bill I shall have more information on 
that subject. There is another considera- 
tion to which I attach also considerable 
value, and that is this, that tea has now 
become a British product almost exclu- 
sively. I was going to say four-fifths, 
but I believe it would be nearly true to 
say nine-tenths, of the tea consumed in 
this country is grown in India and Ceylon, 
and the quantity of Chinese tea is really 
almost an insignificant fraction. I think 
that is a consideration for the Treasury, 
as India has suffered very severely in the 
course of the last two years, and if the 
growth of tea in India would in that way 
be encouraged that is an additional 
argument. The question probably cannot 
be disposed of to-night on this Resolution ; 
but I think it is a matter that requires 
a good deal of consideration, and we 
should have more light on the respective 
merits of tea and tobacco. As to the 
amount of income disposable, the sum, of 
money that would be equivalent to the 
reduction of 6d. upon tobacco I am dis- 
posed to believe would be exactly the 
sum which would reduce the tea duty by 
one-half, from 4d. to 2d. That is my 
experience in the past. Now, when the 
present First Lord of the Admiralty took 
2d. off the duty on tea, reducing it from 
6d. to 4d., he estimated that the loss 
would be 1}millions, but the loss was net 
amillion in the first year, nor has it been 
a million since. I have not got the 
figures here, but speaking from memory, 
I think that the recovery has been such 
that the loss now only amounts, I think, 
to £500,000. That was the result 
of the reduction when it was made 
upon the last occasion. If that 
be so, I do not see that there 
ig greater reason to anticipate a 
larger loss from the reduction from 4d. 
to 2d., than there was in the case of a 
reduction from 6d. to 4d., but the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer knows this sub- 
ject better than I do. When the reditc- 
tion was made in 1891 the estimate 
of the loss was £1,500,000, but the 
actual loss was £1,017,000 in the first 
year. You never had a loss of more than 
£1,000,000 afterwards, and the tea duty 
has recouped itself so that the present 
loss is only half a million. That is a 
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great consideration, and if the same law 
operates now as then, what the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer proposes to give to 
tobacco would be almost exactly equiva- 
lent to a reduction of the tea duty by 
one-half, and on the whole I should 
prefer that reduction for the reasons I 
have stated, that it would benefit a larger 
number of the people, and also be a 
benefit to the Indian producer. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Forest of 
Dean): When we get to the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill, we shall then have a 
chance of discussing the whole finance of 
the year, and we shall have other ques- 
tions to discuss which have been raised 
by my honourable and learned Friend. I 
am bound to say that I think he would 
not have been in order if he had asked 
whether the Government had any money 
to give away for the purpose of a reduc- 
tion in taxation. That is a question 
which we shall certainly have to discuss 
with the right honourable Gentleman on 
the Second Reading of the Bill. On this 
occasion we shall not be in order in dis- 
cussing the question whether they have 
got the money to give at all, or whether 
they should make proposals for a reduc- 
tion. For that is a matter upon which I 
shall take a different view from that which 
has been generally expressed; but I 
cannot discuss it on this occasion. It 
was understood the other night, when 
we passed the tobacco duty, which took 
away all actual interest in the matter, 
that we might refer to it to-day. That 
will, no doubt, be convenient. As 
the matter has been raised, perhaps, Mr. 
Lowther, you will allow me to refer 
briefly to what has been said, in order to 
show that there are two sides to this 
question. The honourable Members who 
have spoken in favour of the reduction 
of the duty on tea have assumed that 
they are speaking from a democratic 
point of view. Now, the most anti- 
democratic tax which this country labours 
under is the tobacco tax. [Cheers.| I 
am glad to hear those cheers from Mem- 
bers acquainted with both these trades. 
The tobacco duty is one which varies 
from 1,700 per cent. down to 24 per cent. 
ad valorem. This I pointed out in 
opposing the increase in the tobacco 
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duty proposed by the late Sir Stafford 
Northcote. Now, the duty on the tea 
consumed in this country varies only from 
10 or 12 to 1. Ihave had a good 
deal of experience of the tea consumed 
in workhouses, and I can sav that the 
tea consumed there is about double the 
price of the cheapest tea consumed, and 
is about 8d. per pound. Now, that tea 
has to compete with the 4s. per pound 
tea, which is to a small extent consumed 
by the very rich, so that the discrepancy 
is not very great between that which is 
consumed by the rich, who have a fancied 
taste, and that consumed by the poor. 
But. in the case of the tobacco duty, the 
difference between what the poor pay 
and what the rich pay is something 
enormous and overwhelming, and if this 
question is to be treated on democratic 
lines, I can assure the House that the 
more they look into this matter the 
more they will be convinced that the 
most anti-democratic tax is that on 
tobacco. Reference has been made to 
encouraging trade with India, but allow 
me to point out that the cheapest kinds 
of tobacco grown in India are excluded 


Ways and 


from this country altogether, because it 
does not pay to bring them over here. 
The House will, therefore, see what an 


overwhelming interest this is. I remem- 
ber when the tobacco duties were in- 
creased the opposition of some Radicals 
in this House, and I recollect that on 
one occasion a Member representing a 
northern town, in addressing the House, 
pointed out that the dearest cigars 
smoked by honourable Members of this 
House paid only 2} per cent. duty, as 
compared with 500 per cent. on an 
average, or 1,700 per cent. paid in 
extreme cases “by the poorer classes. 1 
put in these words of caution in conse- 
quence of what has fallen from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer about an under- 
standing, and I also put in this argu- 
ment that the relieving of the tea duty 
cannot be argued on democratic prin- 
ciples against that of tobacco. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I desire to illustrate with 
a few figures the argument which my right 
honourable Friend has just used. The 
average amount of tobacco duty paid per 
head of the population in Great 
Britain is 5s. 7d., and the average 

Sir C. Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 





Means. 


728 


amount of tea duty is only ls. 10d 
If, therefore, 54 persons are allowed 
to the family, each family pays 30s, 
a year in tobacco duty, and only 
10s. in tea duty. I am therefore unable 
to follew the argument of the honourable 
and learned Member for Dundee, who 
urged that a greater relief would be 
given by taking off the tea duty than 
by adopting the course which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has chosen. The 
point that there are fewer smokers than 
drinkers of tea has nothing in it, for 
children and women who drink tea are, 
in many cases, not money-earners, and 
the tobacco is consumed and paid for 
by the member of the family who earns 
the money, or, at any rate, carries the 
purse. Therefore it may be said that 
the less he has to pay for his tobacco 
the more there will be left with which to 
buy tea. The proportion of. duty levied 
on tobacco is out of ali proportion to 
that levied on tea. Ordinary leaf tobacco 
imported into this country, costs only 
7d. a pound, yet on this a duty is levied 
of 3s. 2d.; probably one of the heaviest 
burdens imposed in any country in the 
world on such an article. My criticism 
on the Budget, then, is not that the 
Chancellor has not chosen tea, but that 
he has not taken more off tobacco. I 
fear that the Treasury were too clever in 
the matter, and that most of what 
appears to be gained by the reduction in 
duty will be lost to the public by the 
less degree of moisture. which can now 
be introduced. I ask the Chancellor even 
now to consider whether the reduction 
may not be made &d. a pound instead 
of 6d., so that a halfpenny might be taken 
off every half-ounce. By this means the 
concession will reach a much larger sec 
tion of the public, especially the very 
poor. There is another ground upon 
which I think that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer might have gone a little 
farther. He assumed that he would have 
£150,000 less to give away, because of 
the smaller produce of the death duties, 
but since that time three millionaires 
have died. 


THe CHAIRMAN or 
MEANS: Order, order! 

Mr. LOUGH: I see that I must not 
proceed with this argument, and it is 
difficult to know what you may go into. 
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‘As I am in favour of the proposal of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and my 
only criticism is that he has not gone 
farther, I will simply leave it there. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 6, to leave out the words ‘ Four Pence,’ 
and insert the words ‘Two Pence” instead 
thereof.”,—(Mr. J. A. Pease.) 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) : I feel very strongly upon this 
question. A similar Amendment was 
moved last year, so that we shall be con- 
sistent in raising this question again when 
the Bill comes forward for the Second 
Reading, when I hope honourable Gentle- 
men will adopt a similar attitude to that 
which they took up before. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: The advocates of tobacco on the 
one side and of tea on the other have 
left a balance considerably in favour of 
tobacco ; therefore I will not trouble the 
Committee with any addition to what I 
said in my Budget speech as to the rea- 
sons that induced me—I think with the 
.assent of the majority of my hearers— 
to prefer tobacco to tea. I was rather 
surprised to hear one argument urged 
this evening in favour of tea— 
namely, that tea is so very largely 
grown in India and Ceylon as com- 
pared with tobacco. No doubt that 
is the cdse, but to my mind we 
should endeavour to settle our system of 
taxation here rather with regard to the 
necessities and advantages of those who 
have to bear that taxation than to the 
necessities and advantages of anybody 
else, and I am specially surprised at the 
position of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth in 
this matter. His view, I understand, is 
this—that we should adapt our taxation, 
as far as we reasonably can, for the bene- 
fit of our Colonies, but that we should 
not allow them to adapt their taxation 
at all for our benefit. That appears 
to me an_ extremely contradictory 
policy, which I hope will be explained at 
the proper time. But my only object 
in rising now is to make an appeal to 
the honourable Member who has just 
moved this Amendment. The circum- 


stances are quite different from those of 
I can quite understand that 


last year. 
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he and other honourable Members, who 
considered my estimates of revenue last 
year were too low, should have been 
anxious to reduce the indirect taxa- 
tion which I then proposed. But now, 
Sir, circumstances are different. The 
honourable Member made no allega- 
tion similar to that which he made 
last year about the revenue, and he does 
not disapprove of the reduction of the 
taxation on tobacco, but he would rather 
reduce the taxation on tea. The result, 
however, of accepting his Amendment 
would be that taxation would be reduced 
on both articles, and if that were done 
proper provision for our fiscal needs 
would not be made. But, after what has 
been said, I have no doubt that this 
subject will be discussed at the proper 
time on the Second Reading of the 
Budget Bill, and, therefore, I hope that 
the honourable Member will not press his 
proposal now. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE: The reduction in 
the tobacco duty may have been justified 
by an increase of the tobacco revenue, 
which will really make up for any defi- 
ciency in the Exchequer, on account of 
the reduction which is going to be given 
to the consumers of tobacco. As this is @ 
matter which can be arranged subse- 
quently, I beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Question proposed— 


“That the words ‘Four Pence’ stand part 
of the Question.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. T. G. BOWLES (Lynn Regis): I 
am anxious to speak at this moment very 
briefly, as is my wont. I am desirous of 
supporting the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer in what he has done for tobacco as 
against tea, inasmuch as that is the only 
part of his Budget for which I have an 
unqualified approval. Tea! Why, tea is 
the beverage of neurotic women. In the 
earlier and better days of this Empire 
tea was an unknown beverage for break- 
fast. Beer was taken then; and it was 
not till a number of ambitious merchants 
had discovered China, and _ introduced 
tea, that our preference for that article 
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began. It, of course, enables many 
people, when their nerves are unstrung, 
and their capacity to fight in the busi- 
ness of life are not what they should be, 
to ¢ through a certain amount of work 
which they would not otherwise be able 
to do; but see what a different position 
tobacco occupies. It is the stimulus of 
the strong man. “Divine and sublime 
tobacco, that from East and West, cheers 
the Tar’s labours and the Turkman’s 
rest.” I was prepared to find that so 
manly a financier as the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had no hesitation in 
admitting tobacco to a reduction of duty 
as against tea. We all admire the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer for his manly 
qualities. There is nothing neurotic or 
feminine about him. He is neither a 
bimetallist in finance, nor a bisexualist 
in politics. The right honourable Gentle 
man has told us that he holds a most im- 
partial position in this matter because 
he does not smoke, but smoking is not 
the only use to which tobacco is put. 
There are those who do not smoke, but 
who chew. I am making no suggestion, 
but I can assure the right honourable 
Gentleman, if he does not know it, that 
in some of the hardest trials to which a 
seaman is put he finds a quid of tobacco 
in his cheek of the greatest possible use 
and comfort to him ; and I think that all 
those who have undergone trials and pri- 
vation will say unhesitatingly that if the 
choice were put to them of losing their 
tea or their tobacco, they would give 
up the tea most cheerfully. I only regret 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer did 
not see his way to make the reduction on 
tobacco even greater than it is, because 
I believe that nothing would have been 
so calculated to be an encouragement to 
the manly, independent, useful taxpayer 
as that reduction. As for tea, the 
only effect of reducing the duty on tea 
is to encourage a few old ladies and a 
few nervous young or middle-aged men. 
It was for this reason that I was anxious 
to express my approbation of this portion 
of the Budget, as there are other por- 
tions of 1t on which I trust the Committee 
will allow me to make a few remarks not 
quite so favourable. If the choice of the 
right honourable Gentleman was between 
tea and tobacco, I do not in the least 
condole with those who, wanting the 
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duty off tea, have upon this occasion 
been badly defeated. 


Main Question put and agreed to. 


Resolved— 


“That the duty of Customs now payable on 
tea shall continue to be charged, levied, and 
paid on and after the first day of August, one 
thousand eight hundred and_ninety-eight, 
until the first day of August, one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-nine, on the importa- 
tion thereof into Great Britain or Ireland ; that 
is to say :—Tea the pound Four- 
pence.” 

Resolutions to be reported to-morrow; 
Committee to sit again on Wednesday. 


CUSTOMS OFFICES (SOUTHAMPTON) 
(RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 


Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): Perhaps we may have some 
explanation as to the circumstances 


under which this Bilf has been re-com- 
mitted. 


*THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dove.as, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) : The peculiar circumstances 
of this Bill are that the Government wish 
to acquire certain lands in Southampton 
for the purpose of erecting certain 
Customs offices there. The railway com- 
pany are anxious to sell, and the 
Government are anxious to buy, but 
the railway company have no power to 
sell without the authority of Parliament. 
The price is agreed to, and the requisite 
money for the purchase of the site has 
been voted in Committee of Supply. 
I gave a full explanation of this 
Bill at one of its earlier stages, and also 
when the money was voted in the Esti- 
mates. Shortly, the object of the Bill 
18 to acquire a site, which the vendors are 
ready to sell, and which the Government 
are ready to buy. 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


“The Commissioners may purchase and aé- 
quire for tne purposes of this Act all or any 
of the lands delineated on the deposited plans 
and described in the deposited books of refer- 
ence.” ° 
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Question put, and agreed to— 
“That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) For the purpose of the purchase and 
acquisition of land under this Act, the Lands 
Clauses Acts shall, subject to the provisions of 
this Act, be incorporated with this Act, with 
the following exceptions and modifications :— 
(a) The provisions relating to the sale of 
superfluous land and access to the special Act 
and Section one hundred and thirty-three of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (relating 
to land tax and poor rate) shall not be incor- 
porated with this Act: (6b) In the construc- 
tion of this Act and of the incorporated Acts 
this Act shall be deemed to be the ‘specias 
Act,’ and the Commissioners shall be deemed 
to be the ‘promoters of the undertaking’: 
(c) The bond required by Section eighty-five of 
the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
shall be under the common seal of the Com- 
missioners, and shall be sufficient without the 
addition of the sureties mentioned in that sec- 
tion: (d) All claims for compensation made 
upon the Commissioners under this Act, or 
any Act incorporated herewith, shall, if the 
person claiming has no greater interest in the 
land in respect of which compensation is 
claimed than as tenant from year to year, or 
as a leaseholder for any term of which not 
more than eighteen months remain unexpired 
at the time at which the claim is made, be 
determined in manner provided by Section one 
hundred and twenty-one of the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845. (2.) The powers of 
the Commissioners for the compulsory pur- 
chase of land under this Act shall cease after 
the expiration of three years from the passing 
of this Act.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 
“That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) Any land tax assessed on the first day 
of January, One thousand eight hundred and 
vinety-eight, on any part of the land acquired 
by the Commissioners under this Act, shall, as 
from the date of acquisition, be deemed to have 
been redeemed at the price, and in accordance 
with the conditions provided by the Finance 
Act, 1896, and the Land Tax Acts therein 
defined, and after the date of acquisition no 
sum shall be assessed or charged in respect of 
land tax on any part of the land so acquired. 
(2) The Commissioners of Inland Revenue shall 
grant a certificate of exoneration from assess- 
ment to land tax of the lands so acquired, and 
that certificate shall be registered by the officer 
appointed for the registry of contracts for the 
redemption of land tax.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) All rights of way, rights of laying 
down or of continuing any pipes, sewers, or 
drains on, through, or under any of the land 
acquired by the Commissioners under this Act, 
and all other rights and easements in or 
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relating to that land, shall be extinguished, and 
all the soil of those ways, and the propety in 
the pipes, sewers, and drains, shall vest in 
the Commissioners. (2) Any persons may re- 
cover from the Commissioners such compensa- 
tion (if any) as they may be entitled to under 
any of the provisions of the Lands Clauses 
Acts for any rights or property of which they 
may be deprived in pursuance of this section, 
and the amount of that compensation shall be 
determined in manner provided by the Lands 
Clauses Acts as modified for the purpose of 
their incorporation with this Act. (3) Nothing 
in this section shall affect any sewers or draias 
vested in the Corporation of Southampton.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 5 stand part of the Bill.” 


“The Commissioners and their surveyors, 
officers, and workmen may at all reasonable 
time in the daytime, on giving twenty-four 
hours’ notice in writing, enter on any of the 
land which the Commissioners are authorised 
to acquire under this Act for the purpose of 
surveying or valuing the land.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 
“That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


“The Commissioners may erect all such 
buildings, execute all such works, and do all 
such other things as may in their opinion be 
necessary or proper for the purpose of provid- 
ing Customs and other offices connected there- 
with upon the land acquired by them under 
this Act, and appropriating any such land for 
any of those purposes.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 
“That Clause 7 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) Where, in the removal or pulling down 
of any buildings, or in raising or lowering the 
ground of any street or way for the purpose of 
this Act, it is necessary to raise, sink, or other- 
wise alter the position relatively to the sur- 
face of the ground of any pipe, wire, or other 
apparatus laid down or used by any gas, 
water, or electricity company, or connected 
with any house or building for the supply of 
gas, water, or electricity:—(a) one month's 
notice shall be given to the company pre- 
viously to the commencement of any such 
work ; and (b) the work shall be executed to 
the reasonable satisfaction of the engineer of 
the company, or, in case of difference, of an 
engineer to be selected by the Board of Trade ; 
and (c) every such work shall be so executed 
as to cause as little inconvenience as circum- 
stances will admit to the companv; and (d} 
the Commissioners shall make compensation to 
the company for all loss or damage if any, 
which may be occasioned by the execution of 
any of the works authorised by this Act. (2) For 
the purposes of this section the expression 
‘gas, water, or electricity company’ includes 
any person or body of persons supplying gas, 
water, or electricity.” 
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Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 8 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) All expenses incurred by the Com- 
missioners under this Act shall be defrayed 
out of money provided by Parliament. (2) The 
provisions of the Commissioners of Works Act, 
1852, and any Act amending that Act, shall 
apply in the case of the acquisition of land by 
the Conimissioners under this Act, in like 
Manner, as in the case of a purchase under 
that Act, and any notice, summons, writ, or 
other document required to be given, issued, or 
signed, by or on behalf of the Commissioners, 
may be given, issued, or signed by the secre- 
tary or assistant secretary of the Com- 
missioners, and need not be under their common 
seal.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 9 stand part of the Bill.” 


“Tf any person wilfully obstructs any person 
acting under the authority of the Commis- 
sioners in the lawful exercise of the powers 
vested in them under this Act, he shall for each 
offence be liable, on summary conviction, to a 
fine not exceeding five pounds.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 10 stand part of the Bill.” 


“If the Commissioners should at any time 
hereafter desire to abandon the lands shown on 
the deposited plans, and described in the 
deposited books of reference, they shall in the 
first instance offer the same for sale to the 
London and South Western Railway Company 
(hereinafter called the South Western Company ; 
and the following provisions shall thereupon 
apply :—/a) If the South-Western Company 
are desirous of purchasing such lands, then 
within six weeks after such offer of sale they 
shall signify in writing their desire in that 
behalf to the Commissioners. (b) If they 
decline such offer, or if for six weeks they 
neglect to signify their desire to purchase such 
lands, the right of purchase conferred by this 
Act shall cease, and a declaration in writing 
be made before a justice of the peace by 
the secretary to the Commissioners, stating 
that such offer was made, and was refused, or 
not accepted for six weeks from the time of 
making the same, shall be in all courts suffi- 
cient evidence of the facts therein stated. (c) If 
the South Western Company be desirous of 
purchasing the lands, and the South Western 
Company and the Commissioners do not agree 
as to the price thereof, then such price shall be 
ascertained by arbitration, in accordance with 
the provisions of the Arbitration Act, 1889, or 
any statutory re-enactment or modification 
thereof. (d) Upon any such sale the South 
Western Company shall not require anv proof 
of the title of the Commissioners to the said 
lands.” 





Question put and agreed to— 
“That Clause 11 stand part of the Bill.” 


“This Act may be cited as the Customs 
Offices (Southampton) Act, 1898.” 


Mr. LEWIS: Upon these clauses there 
is one thing I should wish to ask. ‘Lhere 
has grown u_ in the House a practice 
recently of legislating by reference. 
These clauses contain a number of 
references incorporating certain sections 
of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act of 
1845. The question I wish to ask in 
regard to these clauses is one which js 
applicable to a great many Bills. Wo.id 
it not be possible in order that the House 
may know, when it is dealing with a Bill 
of this kind, exactly what it is doing to 
have the Section of the Bills referred to 
placed as an appendix to the Bill? That, 
I think, would facilitate progress very 
considerably, and would enable us ts 
know, when we are passing these sections, 
what it is we are committing ourselves to. 


Question put, and agreed to— 
“That this be the preambie of the Bill.” 


“ Whereas it is expedient to make provision 
for Customs and other offices connected there- 
with at Southampton, and to empower the 
Commissioners of Works (in this Act called the 
Commissioners) to acquire for that purpose 
certain lands situated in the county borough 
of Southampton: And whereas those lands 
cannot be acquired without the authority of 
Parliament : And whereas plans of the lands by 
this Act authorised to be acquired, and also 
books of reference containing the names of the 
owners and lessees, or reputed owners and 
lessees, and of the occupiers of those lands 
have been deposited with the Clerk of the 
Peace for the county of Southampton (which 
plans and books of reference are in this Act 
respectively referred to as the deposited 
plans and books of reference): Be it therefore 
enacted by the Queen’s most Excellent 
Majesty, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and 
Commons, in this present Parliament assem- 
bled, and by the authority of the same, as 
follows :” 


Top CHAIRMAN or WAYS av? 
MEANS: I will report the Bill to the 
House. 


House resumed ; Bill reported. 
Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS: As this is a purely De 


partmental Bill, I would ask that its 
Third Reading be taken now. 
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Question put, and agreed to— 


“That this Bill be read a Third time.” 


Bill passed. 


CUSTOMS AND OTHER OFFICES 
(BARRY DOCK) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 


Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and Mzans, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


“The Commissioners may purchase and ac- 
quire for the purposes of this Act all or any of 
the lands delineated on the deposited plans, and 
described in the deposited books of reference.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 
“That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) For the purpose of the purchase and 
acquisition of land under this Act the Lands 
Clauses Acts shall, subject to the provisions 
of this Act, be incorporated with this Act, 
with the following exceptions and modifica- 
tions :—/a) The provisions relating to the sale 
of superfluous land and access to the special 
Act and Section one hundred and thirty-three 
of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 
(relating to land tax and poor rate) shall not 
be incorporated with this Act: (b) In the con- 
struction of this Act and of the incorporated 
Acts, this Act shall be deemed to be the 
“special Act,’ and the Commissioners shall be 
deemed to be the ‘promoters of the under- 
taking’ : (c) The bond required by Section 
eighty-five of the Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1845, shall be under the common seai 
of the Commissioners, and shall be sufficient 
without the addition of the sureties mentioned 
in that section: (d) All claims for compen- 
sation made upon the Commissioners under 
this Act, or any Act incorporated herewith, 
shall, if the person claiming has no greater 
interest in the land in respect of which com- 
pensation is claimed than as a tenant from year 
to year, or as a leaseholder for any term of 
which not more than eighteen months remain 
unexpired at the time at which the claim is 
made, be determined in manner provided by 
Section one hundred and twenty-one of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. (2) The 
powers of the Commissioners for the compul- 
sory purchase of land under this Act shall 
cease after the expiration of three years from 
the passing of this Act.” 


{9 May 





1898} (Barry Dock) Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to— 


738 


“That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) Any land tax assessed on the first day 
of January, One thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-eight, on any part of the land acquired 
by the Commissioners under this Act shall, as 
from the date of acquisition, be deemed to have 
been redeemed at the price and in accordance 
with the conditions provided by the Finance 
Act, 1896, and the Land Tax Acts therein 
defined, and after the date of acquisition no 
sum shall be assessed or charged in respect of 
land tax on the part of the land so acquired. 
(2) The Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
shall grant a certificate of exoneration from 
assessment to land tax of the lands so acquired, 
and that certificate shall be registered by the 
officer appointed for the registry of contracts 
for the redemption of land tax.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“ That Clause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 


“(1) All rights of way, rights of laying 
down or of continuing any pipes, sewers, or 
drains, on, through, or under any of the land 
acquired by the Commissioners under this Act, 
and all other rights and easements in or relat- 
ing to that land, shall be extinguished, and 
all the soil of those ways, and the property in 
the pipes, sewers, and drains, shall vest in the 
Commissioners. (2) Any person may recover 
from the Commissioners such compensation (if 
any) as they may be entitled to under any of 
the provisions of the Lands Clauses Acts for 
any rights or property of which they may be 
deprived, in pursuance of this section, and the 
amount of that compensation shall be deter- 
mined in manner provided by the Lands 
Clauses Acts, as modified for the purpose of 
their incorporation with this Act. 6) Nothing 
in this section shall affect any sewers or drains 
vested in the Urban District Council of Cadox- 
ton-juxta-Barry.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 5 stand part of the Bill.” 


“The Commissioners and their surveyors, 
officers, and workmen may at all reasonable 
time in the daytime, on giving twenty-four 
hours’ notice in writing, enter on any of the 
land which the Commissioners are authorised to 
acquire under this Act for the purpose of 
surveying or valuing the land.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


“The Commissioners may erect all such 
buildings, execute all such works, and do all 
such other things, as may in their opinion be 
necessary or proper for the purpose of pro- 
viding Customs, Mercantile Marine, or other 
public offices upon the land acquired by them 
under this Act, and appropriating any such 
land for any of those purposes.” 
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Question put, and agreed to— 
“That Clause 7 stand part of the Bill.” 


(1) Where, in the removal or pulling down 
of any buildings, or in raising or lowering the 
ground of any street or way for the purpose of 
this Act, it is necessary to raise, sink, or other- 
wise alter the position relatively to the surface 
of the ground of any pipe, wire, or other appa- 
ratus, laid down or used by any gas, water, or 
electricity company, or connected with any 
house or building for the supply of gas, water, 
or electricity :—(a) One month’s notice shall 
be given to the company previously to the 
commencement of any such work; and (b) the 
work shall be executed to the reasonable satis- 
faction of the engineer of the company, or, in 
case of difference, of an engineer to be selected 
by the Board of Trade; and (c) every such 
work shall be so executed as to cause as little 
inconvenience as circumstances will admit to 
the company ; and (d) the Commissioners shall 
make compensation to the company for all loss 
or damage, if any, which may be occasioned 
by the execution of any of the works authorised 
by this Act. (2) For the purposes of this 
section the expression ‘ gas, water, or electri- 
city company’ includes any person or body of 
persons supplying gas, water, or electricity.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 
“That Clause 8 stand part of the Bill.” 


*(1) All expenses incurred by the Commis- 
sioners under this Act, so far as they are not 
incurred for the purpose of providing Mercan- 
tile Marine offices, shall be defrayed out of 
money provided by Parliament, and so far as 
they are incurred for the purpose of providing 
Mercantile Marine offices, shall be defrayed in 
the same manner as expenses connected with 
Mercantile Marine offices are for the time 
being defrayed. (2) The provisions of the Com- 
missioners of Works Act, 1852, and any Act 
amending that Act, shall apply in the case of 
the acquisition of land by the Commissioners 
under this Act, in like manner, as in the 
case of a purchase under that Act, and any 
notice, summons, writ, or other document 
required to be given, issued, or signed by or on 
behalf of the Commissioners may be given, 
issued, or signed by the secretary or assistant 
secretary of the Commissioners, and need not 
be under their seal.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 

“That Clause 9 stand part of the Bill.” 

“Tf any person wilfully obstructs any person 
acting under the authority of the Commis- 
sioners in the lawful exercise of the powers 
vested in them under this Act, he shall for 
each offence be liable, on summary conviction, 
to a fine not exceeding five pounds.” 

Question put, and agreed to— 

“That Clause 10 stand part of the Bill.” 


“This Act may be cited as the Customs and 
other Offices (Barry Dock) Act, 1898.” 


Sheriffs-Depute Tenure of {COMMONS} 
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Question put, and agreed to— 


“That this is the preamble— 


“Whereas it is expedient to make provision 
for Customs, Mercantile Marine, or other public 
offices near Barry Dock, and to empower the 
Commissioners of Works, in this Act called the 
Commissioners) to acquire for that purpose 
certain lands situated in the parish of Cadox- 
ton-juxta-Barry, in the county of Glamorgan: 
And whereas those lands cannot be acquired 
without the authority of Parliament: And 
whereas plans of the lands by this Act uutho- 
rised to be acquired, and also books of refer- 
ence containing the names of the owners and 
lessees, or reputed owners and lessees, and of 
the occupiers of those lands, have been depo- 
sited with the Clerk of the Peace for the county 
of Glamorgan (which plans and book of refer- 
ence are in this Act respectively referred to as 
the deposited plans and books of reference): 
Be it therefore enacted by the Queen’s most 
Excellent Majesty, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Lords Spiritual and Tem- 
poral, and Commons, in this present Parlia- 
ment assembled, and by the authority of the 
same, as follows: ” 


House resumed. 

Bill reported. 

Question put, and agreed to— 
“That this Bill be read a third time.” 


Bill passed. 


SHERIFFS-DEPUTE TENURE OF OFFICE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), CuarrmMan of Ways and Maays, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): 
When this matter was last before the 
House I raised a question with 
regard to a clause introducing an 
entirely new method in the law 
with regard to the removal of sheriffs, 
and I felt that in a matter of that kind 
there ought to be some provision made 
with regard to giving the sheriff some 
allowance in respect to the operation of 
that clause. Since then the Government 
have been able to satisfy the Treasury, and 
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the resolution with regard to that allow- 
ance has passed through Committee, and 
there is a clause giving effect to that 
recommendation. I merely make this 
explanation in order to say that I do not 
any longer oppose this clause of the Bill. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Under the 
clause, as it now stands (I do not want 
to mention any particular cases, would 
age become an inability? I know of one 
case in which age certainly is an 
inability. 


Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GrauaM Murray, Buteshire): I am quite 
satisfied as to that. 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


“Upon a report prepared at the instance of 
the Secretary for Scotland by the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Court of Session and the Lord 
Justice Clerk for the time being, declaring that 
a sheriff depute in Scotland is, by reason of 
inability or misbehaviour, unfit for his office, it 
shall be lawful for the Secretary for Scotland 
to issue an order for his removal from office, 
provided always that such order shail lie before 
both Houses of Parliament for a period of four 
consecutive weeks while Parliament is sitting, 
and if either House of Parliament within that 
period resolve that such order ought not to 
take effect, the same shall be of no effect, but 
otherwise shall come into operation at the expi- 
ration of the said month.” 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That the following new clause stand part 
of the Bill.” 


“This Act shall not apply to sheriffs sub- 
stitute.” 


Question put— 


“That the following new clause stand part 
of the Bill.” 


“Tf a sheriff is removed under the precedin 
section before he has completed ten years 
service on the ground that he is, by reason of 
inability, unfit for his office, it shall be lawful 
for the Treasury to grant him an annuity of 
such amount as they shall consider just in all 
the circumstances, but in no case exceeding 
three-tenths of the salary payable to such 
sheriff, and any such annuity shall be charged 
upon and payable out of the same fund and in 
the same manner as annuities to sheriffs are 
paid and charged under the first section of the 
Public Revenue and Consolidated Fund Charges 
Act, 1854.” 


Sheriffs-Depute Tenure of {9 May 1898} 


& | mates. 





Office (Scotland) Bill. 742 


Dr. CLARK: I am not stronglv op- 
posed to this going on the Consolidated 
fund, but would it not be better, if you 
are disposing of a judge, as you are 
practically doing, that the question of 
salary should come before this House? 
If the Bill passes in this form, then the 
House of Commons will not be able to 
express an opinion; whereas if it comes 
on the Estimates, along with the other 
superannuations, then it might be con- 
sidered and discussed. I think it would 
be better that the matter should come 
before the House, and perhaps the Lord 
Advocate will explain the reason why 
it is placed on the Consolidated fund. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The reason 
is a very simple one; this Bill puts 
these sheriffs’ annuities on exactly the 
same basis as other sheriffs’ annuities 
are, and it would be a very exceptional 
thing to do to put them on a different 
footing. 


Dr. CLARK: This Order will lie 
upon the Table of both Houses, and pro- 
bably it will not become law without 
there being further discussion. Under 
the Act of 1853, the pension is to be 
gained by service, and that Act is auto- 
matic in its operation ; but the Treasury 
has conceded the principle contained in 
this new clause, for which they deserve 
our thanks. During the last Parliament 
we had three sheriffs who were members 
of the Board of Provision, and who drew 
£150 a year for looking into the office 
once or twice every fortnight. When 
the Board of Provision became the Local 
Government Board these three men were 
pensioned off for life at half of their 
salary. One of them had served two 
years and the other three years. So 
that three of our sheriffs having served 
at the utmost three years, get a pension 
for life at the rate of half their salary. 
These pensions will not go on the Esti- 
I will not, however, press the 
matter beyond saying that I think that 
pensions of this kind for exceptional ser- 
vice—not earned by time, but granted 
under special circumstances—should 
come before the House. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY moved the 


following Amendment— 


“Line 4, after the word ‘amount,’ add the 
words ‘for such period.’” 
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Mr. CALDWELL: This Amendment 
enables the Treasury, in the case of a 
sheriff being removed for inability, to 
grant the pension for life, or to restrict 
it to any number of years they may think 
proper. 


THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: The question is that— 


“In line 4, after the word 
words ‘for such period ’” 


be added. 


‘amount,’ the 


Question put, and agreed to, that the 
words proposed stand part of the clause. 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“That the clause as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Moved— 


“That the word ‘depute’ 
the title of the Bill.” 


be omitted from 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I will report this Bill, as 
amended, to the House. 


House resumed. 


UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGE ESTATES 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


*Si C. DILKE: This Bill is one 
which I think ought not to pass 
without some few words being said with 
regard to it. It extends and increases the 
powers of universities and colleges, which 
are guast public bodies, and if it were 
intended in any way to encourage these 
bodies to part with their land, and to sub- 
stitute personal property for it, there 
would be very strong objection to it. In 
times past Bills of this kind were 
always most hotly opposed, first by Mr. 
Mill, and afterwards by Mr. Fawcett, who 
fought every Bill of this description 


{COMMONS} 
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which was brought before the House with 
the most unswerving determination ; and, 
in fact, I may say that he prevented 
many Bills of this kind from passing 
during the time he was a Member of 
this House. The matter was very fully 
discussed upon two occasions in connec- 
tion with the proposed sale of the Green- 
wich Hospital Estates, and it was also 
discussed in connection with a Bill 
which I brought into this House. The 
argument used was that the country 
ought not to allow any quasi public body, 
over which it possesses any statutory 
power, to part with that property—in 
fact, that it is the duty of the State to 
prevent these bodies from parting with 
property where they already possess it, 
although we were not prepared to go go 
far as to say that the State ought to buy 
at the price it would have to pay if it 
came into possession by purchase. I do 
not propose to speak at any length on 
the subject, but if others divide the 
House I shall certainly vote with them. 
I believe, however, that it is not intended 
to carry out actively the policy of further 
parting with estates, and that being so, I 
shall not trouble the House. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): May I 
ask the right honourable Gentleman one 
question? TI see it is laid down that the 
University will not part with the pro- 
perty without obtaining the assent of 
the Board of Agriculture. It is proposed, 
also, in this Bill, that it shall be no 
longer necessary that the University sur- 
veyor shall give a report on the property 
before the assent of the Board of Agri- 
culture is given. That, I think, is the 
case in clause 5. Under present circum- 
stances, when the Board of Agriculture 
gives its assent it makes rather a heavy 
levy on the purchaser in the way of a 
fee, and I want to know on what grounds 
the Board of Agriculture feels itself 
entitled to demand a heavy fee 
for giving its assent? I have had 
experience of purchasing some of 
this class of property recently, and in 
order to get the assent of the Board of 
Agriculture, I was surprised to find that 
the Board of Agriculture insisted on a fee 
of 25 guineas, in addition to making the 
purchaser pay the whole of the ordinary 
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expenses, and I do not see myself why 
we are not entitled to know whether this 
is a legal claim on the part of the Board 
of Agriculture, or whether it is simply a 
claim for services rendered. I have paid 
ny fee, and, so far as I am concerned, 
there isan end of it; butI certainly think 
that people who have dealings with this 
property should know why it is that the 
Board of Agriculture charge a fee, 
because it is understood that the assent 
is practically formal. 


Mr. J. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) : I believe that this Bill will be 
welcomed by all who have to do with 
Universities. I am rather surprised at 
the objection which the right honourable 
Baronet opposite has taken to this 
Measure, because the position of the ques- 
tion differs so absolutely and _ entirely 
from what it was in the time of Mr. John 
Stuart Mill. At that time. agricultural 
land was regarded by everybody as a 
desirable investment. It was bought as 
an investment with perfect confidence, 
and with an unshakable belief that it 
would go on rising in value; but things 
have changed very much in the last 25 
years, and now agricultural land is not 
at all a suitable investment for colleges, 
as it was at that time, and the number of 
suitable investments have increased so 
much that people are not anxious to con- 
tinue investing in land. The investor 
wants to put his eggs into several baskets, 
and not have them all in the basket of 
land, and I think it is very important 
that the Universities should be able to 
participate in this more extended field of 
investment now open to them. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON I think there is 
but a small number of Members of this 
House who are personally interested in 
the subject-matter of this Bill. I should 
like to say, with all respect to the great 
names mentioned by my right honourable 
Friend the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, that my experience of college 
estates is now of 30 years’ duration, and 
I have never ceased, in all that 
time, wondering why the _ college 
with which I was connected should have 
80 much capital locked up in laac. 
Although colleges are most benevolent 
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landlords, they are not capable of taking 
that personal charge which is met with 
in the case of ordinary landlords. I see 
nothing at all democratic in the objec- 
tion of my right honourable Friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean. I take 
it that the Bill is really a facilitating 
Measure. It does not create new powers ; 
it only makes easier the exercise of 
powers which already exist. I should 
like to ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether the universities and cor- 
porations concerned have been consulted, 
whether they approve of what the Bill 
proposes to do, and whether the Bill has 
been brought in with their knowledge? 


Mr. J. A. PEASE: Mr. Speaker, there 
is just one point I should like to put to 
the right honourable Gentleman. I am 
sure no one believes that the right 
honourable Gentleman would consent to 
any change of investment, unless it were 
a suitable change, but it is the duty of 
honourable Members of this House to 
protect public interests. I quite approve, 
if any Government Department is to be 
held responsible, that the Board of Agri- 
culture should be that Department. But 
I understand that, under the procedure: 
of this House, it would not be competent 
to raise any question with regard to the 
consent given by the Board of Agricul- 
ture to any change of investment. There- 
fore, we should not have the opportunity 
from time to time of criticising any con- 
sent given by the Board of Agriculture 
which was opposed to the public interest. 
The question I should like to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman is: can he 
arrange to put a nominal Vote on the 
Paper, so that any points which might 
arise may be raised in Supply? This 
would give the House power to place, if 
necessary, a check on the Board of 
Agriculture. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words, ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Lewis.) 


Mr. LEWIS: The point which has 
been raised by the right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest 
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of Dean is a most important one, 
and I hope the House will receive some 
assurance from the Board of Agriculture 
upon it. It is clear that the object of 
the Bill is to enable the colleges to part 
with a considerable amount of real pro- 
perty. An honourabla Member who 
spoke from the other side of the House 
said circumstances had very much altered 
since Mr. Mill and Mr. Fawcett objected 
to this clause being carried. Their 
objection did not refer in the least degree 
to the character of the security, but to 
the character of the property. The view 
they took was that land held by public 
bodies, or quasi-public bodies, was. to 
some extent under the control of Parlia- 
ment, and that it was desirable that 
Parliament should retain the power of 
imposing conditions in the public interest 
—conditions, for instance, with regard 
to the provision of allotments, with 
regard to laying out the estate, and so 
forth. Thirty-eight years have elapsed 
since any Act of this character was 
passed. There was an Act in 1880, as 
my right honourable Friend reminds me, 
but that was merely an amending Act, 
and certainly did not go so far as the 
Bill which is now before the House. We 
are in this position at the present 
moment: we are absolutely giving away 
power without retaining any guarantee, 
or any assurance, for the future, except, 
of course, the assurance that the powers 
will be exercised by the Board of Agri- 
culture. I would remind the House that 
these powers will not be exercised 
under the superintendence or control 
of Parliament. Therefore, Parliament 
is now parting with powers which 
have in the past been exercised with 
a great deal of advantage, and which 
might in the future be exercised with 
still greater advantage in the interests 
of the public at large. Mr. Speaker, I 
beg to move that the Bill be read a 
second time this day six months. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to second the Motion 
of the honourable Member for the Flint 
Boroughs, but on a different ground. I 
take exception to Clause 3 of the Bill, 
which, so far as I understand it, gives 
power to the universities to do repairs 
out of capital, instead of doing them in 
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the usual way, out of income. It seems 
to me that that is a very dangerous prece- 
dent to set. Honourable Members will 
see in the third schedule of this Act 
long list of improvements to which capital 
money arising under the Settled Land 
Acts, 1882 to 1890 may be applied. This 
seems to me to be putting a premium on 
the principle of spending capital on 
repairs, instead of doing them out of 
income, as ought to be the case, and it 
is very objectionable from the point of 
view of public policy. 


*Sir B. W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston) : 
Mr. Speaker, I view this Measure with 
a& certain amount of apprehension, 
because I do not like the idea of large 
tracts of land, such as those owned by 
the colleges, being allowed to get into 
private hands. We have had difficulties 
on very many occasions in connection 
with land of this kind with regard to the 
provision of allotments for the benefit 
of the poorer classes in the agricultural 
districts, and when the land has been 
owned by public authorities we have been 
able to make even colleges more 
amenable to public criticism than would 
have been the case if the land were 
owned by private individuals. In the 
interests of the general community. we 
should not, in my opinion, facilitate the 
passing of land from quasi-public owner- 
ship into private ownership. Colleges 
are not likely, in the present state of the 
market, to sell many of their estates. 
I do not, therefore, anticipate that the 
passing of the Bill will have any serious 
results ; but it contains a principle which 
is, I think, hostile to the use of public 
lands for public purposes. On that 
ground we ought to oppose the Second 
Reading. 


*Tuz PRESIDENT or tue BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lovxa, 
Liverpool, West Derby): Mr. Speaker, 
I confess I have listened with astonish- 
ment to the criticism on the prin- 
ciple of the Bill which has come 
from honourable Members on the oppo- 
site Benches. I was under the impres- 
sion that Members of that Party always 
viewed with satisfaction any facilities 
which might be given for the diffusion 
of land among owners. My honourable 
Friend the Member for the Partick Divi- 
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necessary in defenoe of the principle of 
this Bill. I desire to express my thanks 
to him for the care and consideration he 
has given to this subject. The honour- 
able Member for Dundee asked whether 
the educational bodies concerned had 
been consulted. Yes; copies of this 
Bill, as soon as I had drafted it, were 
sent to the bodies affected by it, 
and, with the exception of small 
matters of detail, I think I may 
say that its provisions have their 
approval in every case. The honourable 
Gentleman the Member for the Tyneside 
Division of Northumberland complains 
that it will be impossible for Parliament 
to control the Board of Agriculture. 1 
am not quite clear what he means. The 
powers of the Board of Agriculture will 
be the same as they now exercise under 
the various Acts of Parliament which 
clothe them with authority in these 
Assent will, of course, be given 
by the head of the Department, as is 
given by the heads of every other De- 
partment. The action of the head of 
the Department could be criticised in 
the usual way by moving a reduction of 
his salary. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman excuse me? On 
more than one occasion, when it has been 
proposed to criticise the action of 
the head of a Department who may have 
given his assent to proceedings similar 
to that under the proposal we are now 
discussing, the Chairman of Committees 
has ruled that a proposal to reduce the 
Minister’s salary was out of order, on the 
ground that there was no Vote on the 
Paper relating to the matter under 
Debate. 


*THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: In the Vote there is the 
salary of the head of the Land Division 
and of his staff, before whom this 
work generally comes. I fail to see what 
dificulty there could be in raising the 
question. Inreference to the point raised 
by the honourable Member for Devon- 
port, I have only to say that the charges 
made are for our official exvenses. The 
honourable Member for Somerset has 
raised an objection in respect to 
Clause 3. It is believed that the 
powers contained in that clause are 
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There is, 
however, some doubt in the matter. This 
clause is intended to clear the way, and 
to enable colleges who are bound to hold 
property to put it in such a condition 
that they could get a fair return for it. 
Generally, the intention is to put colleges 
in regard to their landed property in the 
same position as that occupied by limited 
owners under the Settled Land Acts. 
The colleges approve of the Bill, and they 
believe it will relieve them of difficulties 
which, in some cases, are really pressing. 
I think I have answered every question 
put to me, and [ hope the House will 
allow the Bill to be read a second time. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: There is one 
remark I want to make. I will be ex- 
tremely brief. This Bill puts the whole 
of the new power it creates in the hands 
of the Board of Agriculture. Clause 1 
provides that— 


“The powers of sale, enfranchisement, ex- 
change and partition, and the power of granting 
building leases, with option of purchase, shall 
not be exercised without the consent of the 
Board of Agriculture, and capital money pay- 
able on any such sale, enfranchisement, ex- 
change, or partition, or on the exercise of any 
such option, shall be paid to the Board of 
Agriculture.” 


It is well that colleges should have power 
to divest themselves of property if needs 
be, but I cannot understand why they 
should be put under the Board of Agri- 
culture. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or toe BOARD opr 
AGRICULTURE: It is so now. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I do not 
know what the right honourable Gentle- 
man means. A college is not compelled 
to go to the Board of Agriculture now, if 
it wants to sell land, and I do not think 
it should be compelled to do so. I pre- 
sume the Board of Agriculture has 
nothing to do, and is desirous of finding 
& job. 


Question put— 


“That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to the Standing Committee on Law. 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon | 


this day six months.”"—(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts, ) 


Mr. J. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): There are one or two 
points of importance which I desire 
to raise. The object of this Bill, 





Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ana Mr. 
Strachey. 


(Cleveland) 











enable 
India 


certain por- 


as I understand it, is to 
the Secretary of State for 
to acquire compulsorily 
tions of land on which the India 
Store Depot now stands. According to 
the explanatory statement of the Bill it 
appears that, whereas the largest por- 
tion of the land has a good long lease to 
run, the particular plot in question has 
a lease of only two or three years to 
run. It is, therefore, desirable that the 
India Office should acquire it. As the 
House is aware, the whole question of 
the charges which are to be placed upon 
the Indian revenue has been under the 


| consideration of a Royal Commission. The 


first. reason why I ask the House to reject 
this Bill is that that Commission has not 
yet renorted. The Commission is certain 
to make some recommendation with 
regard to such expenditure. The other 
reason why I make this Motion is becauss 
it appears to me very questionable 
2H 2 
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indeed whether it is in the interests of 
India tht this Store Depédt in England 
should be carried on at all. I do not 
think it necessary to make any apology 
for raisinz this question. The Bill raises 
a question of policy. There is no other 
time to discuss it. It is almost impos- 
sible to refer to the Indian question 
except for an hour or two during the 
Debate on the Address at the beginning 
of the Session, or at its expiring 
moments. There is an increasing feeling 
in favour of a change, and India ought 
to have more of the time of Parliament. 
This Bill raises one or two very impor- 
tant points in reference to the placing 
of home charges upon the Indian 
revenue. I wish very briefly to explain 
to the House why I make this Motion. 
I think the noble Lord opposite will 
admit that it is the declared policy of 
the Indian Government to reduce the 
purchase of stores for India in England, 
whenever the Government can satisfy 
themselves that those stores can be pur- 
chased in India without loss to the 
Indian taxpayer. That is the policy 
which he declared himself, on behalf of 
the Indian Government. The only right 
test of this lies in an examination of 
what is bought and stored in this depdt 
in England. I will take a few facts from 
the East Indian Finance Statement, 
which lies in the Library, in regard to 
stores procured in England for shipment 
to India. It is for the year 1895-6, page 
31. I find that they amount to a total 
value of £831,375 for that year. I 
should like to give you a few of the chief 
items. The item for stamps is of the 
value of £43,000; post office, £46,000 ; 
telegraph, £43,000; coal, £57,000; sta- 
tionery, £39,000; buildings, £31,000; 
Army clothing, £210,000; and Army 
ordnance, £235,000. Now, it must be 
apparent that there are many questions 
raised on this point. First of all, there 
is the question, to what extent is the 
Store Depét in England used for these 
stores? The second point is, is it not 
a fact that most, if not all, of these 
things could be bought in India itself as 
cheaply as here. It is very interesting to 
read a Blue Book dealing with the facts 
relating to the moral and mate- 
rial progress and condition of India. 
One of the items purchased in England 


Mr. J. Roberts. 
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which, I suppose, istosome extent stored 
in these stores, is coal. I find from 
“The Moral and Material Progress and 
Condition of India” Report, that in that. 
item there has been a very satisfactory 
increase of recent years. The annual 
output of coal in India in 1893 was 
2,347,000 tons; in 1894 it was 2,820,000 
tons; and in 1895—the last year for 
which figures are given, it reached 
3,537,000 tons. Upon that point I wish 
to ask the right honourable Gentleman 
oppesite whether this depot in England 
is used in any way in connection with 
these items of coal. It seems to me, in 
regard to these Army Clothing and 
Army Ordnance charges, that it would 
be possible, under the present con- 
dition, to equip the Army—at all 
events the native Army—in India with 
clothing supplied from India, rather 
than from this country. There is every 
reason to believe that the articles pro- 
duced. can be better and more cheaply 
purchased in India than in England. I 
have one or two criticisms to make in 
regard to several points. Take Clause k 


of the Bill, in which there is a reference 
to plans. 


I would ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman where those plans are 
to ba seen at the present moment, and 
whether it is possible to see them. Then 
Clause 2 deals with the area of the land. 
I would like some information from the 
right honourable Gentleman as to the 
approximate area, and the approximate 
value, of the land, and the building that 
stands upon it. The third point is in 
regard to Clause 8. By that section the 
Secretary of State for India has been 
empowered to pull down the present 
building and erect a new building. I 
would ask hini whether he would give 
the House an approximate estimate of 
the expenditure entailed in the purchase 
of the land and that in the erec- 
tion of this new building. The only 
other point on which I desire informa- 
tion is Clause 11. Under that clause 
exceptional powers are given to the 
Secretary of State for India in reference 
to those who wilfully obstruct him, and 
those who act with him in the erection 
of these buildings. Will the noble Lord 
allow me to ask him what reason there 
is for claiming privileged powers in 
regard to a building of this kind more 
than in regard to any other class of 
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pbuilding all over the country? The 
crucial point in the Bill arises in 
Clause 13, which charges the revenues 
of India with all the purchase moneys, 
the compensation, and the costs in con- 
aection with this Bill. It seems to me 
that, unless this depét will be a means of 
saving to the Indian taxpayers, there is 
no just ground for proceeding with the 
Bill. I beg to move that the Bill be 
zead this day six months. 


Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): India is a poor country, and 
when a few months ago it was proposed 
to place certain charges upon the 
finances of India, there was a cry of 
indignation in this House that came, not 
from this side alone, for those most 
hostile to it were honourable Gentlemen 
on the cther side of the House. A Com- 
mission is sitting at the present moment 
for the purpose of determining, or, at all 
events, for the purpose of recommending 
what charges ought to be borne by India 
and this country respectively. And now, 
on the eve of that Report, when we are 
expecting almost daily to see it, the 
Secretary for India comes and asks us 
to pass a Bill which may _preju- 
dice materially the finances of that 
Report. We want to see what the Com- 
mission has to report. before we sanction 
any expenditure of this kind. There- 
fore, on the ground stated by my 
honourable Friend—that India is well 
capable of furnishing some of these 
stores, and is becoming more and more 
capable in that direction every year— 
it does seem to be quite unnecessary that 
at a period like the present we should 
seek to enlarge the stores of the Indian 
Department. I think the House will re- 
quire strong reasons from the noble Lord 
before it assents to this proposal. 
It may be that some of the provisions 
are explicable, and the right honourable 
Gentleman might have saved trouble if 
he had explained what was his Bill. It 
18 a contentious Bill in the first instance ; 
there are some provisions to which on 
general grounds the House might take 
exception. The crux of the whole matter 
lies in Clause 13. I hope we shall look 
upon this matter not from the point of 
vlew of the United Kingdom alone, but 
from the Imperial point of view. Having 
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regard to the enormous burdens that 
have already been laid upon India during 
the past few years in consequence of the 
plague, the war, and the famine—these 
three great scourges of the human race 
—I think that we should not at this 
moment make these additional charges 
upon the revenues of India. I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will consider 
this question, especially having regard to 
Clause 13, and give the House some 
assurance that if we want the Store 
Depdt in this country extended, the cost 
of extending it shall be borne by this 
country. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GEORGE HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): Honourable Mem- 
bers will see at a glance, if they 
read the explanatory note, what the Bill 
proposes to do. India cannot provide 
many articles that are required for the 
administration of the country except at 
a cost greater than that paid in this 
country. Wherever India can provide 
articles of the same quality and at the 
same price as those supplied from thir 
country, preference will be given to India 
A Store Depét has been established for 
many years for the dispatch of articles 
which it is necessary to purchase for 
India which India could not provide for 
herself. The work is carried out 
on two pieces of land which be- 
longed to the same landlord. Of one 
portion the India Office has a fairly satis- 
factory lease. Of the other portion of 
the land, which is an integral part of the 
Store Depot, the lease is about to expire. 
Difficulty was found in coming to an 
arrangement with the landlord, and the 
Government asked for the compulsory 
provisions of the Lands Clauses Act to be 
put into operation. It was thus necessary 
to bring the question under the notice of 
the House, because the funds upon which 
the charge is made are public funds. 
The Commission appointed to inquire 
into the apportionment of the charges 
between the Indian and Imperial Govern- 
ments, has nothing to do with the 
supply of stores. It is a distinct 
and separate question. This country 
is one of the greatest manufacturing 
countries in the world, and it conse- 
quently follows that a considerable 
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number of things India wants can be 
obtained much more cheaply here than in 
India. The only effect of the rejection 
of this Bill will be to do a good turn to 
a London ground landlord. I agree with 
the honourable Gentleman that we ought 
to do everything in our power to increase 
the demand for articles manufactured in 
India. Of recent years there has been 
a great increase in the number of articles 
India may require. 


Vaccination 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): The 
noble 
to the area of the land, the cost of the 
land, or the cost of the buildings proposed 
to be erected. Is it to be £50,000 or 
£300,000 or £400,000? We are abso- 
lutely ignorant of the amount we are 
going to spend. I think the people of 
this country ought to bear some portion 
of the expenditure, and that it should not 
be imposed on the poverty-stricken and 
famine-stricken people of India. If the 
Amendment for the rejection of this 
Bill is carried to a Division, I shall cer- 
tainly vote for it. 


Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 


to say a word or two in support of one 


Lord has given no information as | 


I wisi 


of the points which have been raised 
My objection to the 
Bill is entirely based on Clause 13, which 
provides that all purchase money and 
compensation payable by virtue of, and 
all expenses, and liabilities in 
carrying this Act into effect, shall be a 
charge upon the revenues of India. Are 
we to understand that this charge 
not to be repaid to the people of India, 
and that they are to bear the cost of 
the purchase of this site in London! If 
that is the case, I think it is most cruel 
and most unreasonable to call upon the 
natives of India to pay the expense of 
providing a building in this city, and | 
that they should pay for carrying out 
these works. On that ground, I shall vote 
with my honourable Friend if he goes 
to a Division against the Bill. 


Mr. J. HERBERT ROBERTS: After 
the explanations which have been given 
by the noble Lord, I do not desire to put | 
the House to the trouble of a Division: | 
but I should be glad if he would give us | 
some information as to the approximate | 
cost. 


against this Bill. 


costs, 


18 
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*Toe SECRETARY or STATE for 
INDIA: I may say, in answer to the 
questions which have just been put to 
me, that we have no idea of erecting 
buildings under this Vote, but that all 
we want is to get possession of the 
land. The amount asked for the land is 
about £70,000, but I think we may get 
it for very much less. The honourable 
Member for Mayo will therefore under- 
stand that the object of this Bill is to 
reduce the charge which ultimately India 
will have to bear. 


Question proposed— 


“That the 
Question.” 


word ‘now’ stand part of the 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a secend tine. 


*THE 
INDIA: 


SECRETARY or STATE ror 


I bee now to move, Sir 

“That the Bill be commicted to a Select 
Committee of five Members, three to be nomi- 
nated by the House and two by the Commit- 
tee of Selection; that all petitions against the 
Bill presented three clear days the 
meeting of the Committee. be referred to the 
Committee ; that the petitioners praying to be 
heard by themselves, their counsel, or agents. 
be heard against the Bill, and counsel heard 
in support of the Bill; that the Committee 
have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records ; that three be the quorum.” 


before 


Motion agreed to. 


VACCINATION BILL. 
Order read, for resuming .djourned 
Debate on Amendment 
Qvestion [19th April/— 


proposed to 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.’ 


And which Amendment was— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 


end of the Question to add the words, ‘upot 
this day six months.’ "—(/r. Thomas Bayley.) 


Question again proposed— 


“That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 


| cog 
Question.” 
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*Mr. W. HAZELL (Leicester): Sir, 
during the previous discussion on this 
question the name of the constituency I 
have the honour to represent was fre- 
quently mentioned, and it was implied, if 
not expressed, that a community 
which objected to compulsory vac- 
cination was an ignorant and_back- 
ward one. I wish to remind the 
House that all who know Leicester 
are well aware that it is one of the 
most advanced and enterprising commu- 
nities of our great towns. It has been 
the seed-bed of many public movements, 
some of which, growing at first there, 
have spread over the whole land. In 
particular, and as relating to this sub- 
ject, I may mention that the compulsory 
notification of infectious diseases began 
in Leicester by a voluntary arrange- 
ment, and was later on. embodied in a 
local Act, long before the system was 
adopted throughout the country. I do 
not speak as an anti-vaccinator myself, 
but I express the opinion that a great 
community like Leicester, so keen upon 
local self-covernment, cannot be coerced 
into a course of action against the con- 
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including three women ; 193 distress war- 
rants were issued, and the amount thus 
recovered was £2,388. All classes were 
proceeded against, including members 
of the council, guardians, ministers of 
religion, great manufacturers, school- 
masters, and one doctor. The public 
was so strongly opposed to the seizure 
of the goods of those who refused to 
pay the fines that it required nearly 
two-thirds of the police force to be pre- 
sent on these occasions, and there was 
one instance where there were in addi- 
tion 60 policemen in private clothes. At 
last no auctioneer would undertake the 
invidious task of selling the goods thus 
seized, and a magistrate—an ex-Mayor— 
declined to sit on the Bench to hear 
these prosecutions. At length, by a reso- 
lution of the guardians, the prosecutions 
ceased, and the community enjoyed peace 
—a peace which it was determined should 
not bo disturbed. The cessation of 
prosecutions had no effect upon the 
opinions and practice of the population 
upon the subject. At present it appears 
that the Mayor and nearly all the council 
are opposed to compulsory vaccination, 
as are also 46 guardians out of 48, and 





sciences of the overwhelming majority 
of the population. 
determined that compulsory vaccination, 
which has been dead for many years, 
should not be revived in any form what- 
ever. The history of the question in 
Leicester can be briefly stated. There 
was a great epidemic of small-pox which 
began in the year 1870, and continued 
till 1873, at a time when Leicester was 
one of the most vaccinated towns in the 
country. During this visitation there 
were 360 deaths, and the number of cases 
was beyond computation. During the 
last 20 years there have been 30 im- 
ported cases of small-pox, mostly from 
vaccinated towns, but only one took root 
and grew into a smaller‘outbreak, in the 
vears 1892-94: there were then 360 
cases, and only 21 deaths. Since then no 
cases have occurred. This smaller out- 
break found Leicester practically unvac- 
cinated, and yet the deaths were only 
about one-seventeenth of those which 
happened during the former visitation. 
though the population meanwhile had 
nearly doubled. From 1868 to 1887 
there were continued and _ persistent 
prosecutions; 6,037 parents were pro- 
ceeded against, 64 were sent to prison, 


The people there are | 





|many, if not most, of the magistrates. 
| Indeed, it is a question whether, if an 
‘attempt be made to revive compulsion, 
ithe magistrates will be willing to inflict 
more than a merely nominal penalty. It 
has been alleged that objection to com- 
pulsory vaccination is a Radical fad. 
If that be so, then the number of 
Radicals in Leicester must be overwhelm- 
ing, for the number of births is about 
6,300 a year, while the number of chil- 
dren vaccinated is about 80, including 
those vaccinated by private practitioners. 
It is also alleged that this objection is 
held by uneducated people only, but the 
experience of Leicester entirely contra- 
dicts this theory. The president of the 
local society opposing compulsory vac- 
cination is a Justice of the Peace and a 
Conservative, and in the opinion of the 
Mayor it is a physical impossibility to 
reimpose compulsion. If the Bill passes, 
it will even permit two prosecutions for 
each child, which means a possibility of 
12,600 cases being brought before the 
magistrate yearly, and that reduces the 
scheme to an absurdity. But, while the 
community is determined against com- 
pulsory vaccination, they have taken tha 
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most advanced and intelligent steps to 
keep small-pox and other contagious 
diseases out, by the most perfect system 
of sanitation and isolation. They have 
even gone to the extent of putting families 
in quarantine, and if a workman has 
small-pox in his family, he can claim pay- 
ment from the local authorities in com- 
pensation for the wages he loses by staying 
away from his employment. The people 
of Leicester desire to be let alone in this 
matter. They believe that they are suc- 
cessfully carrying on a great experiment, 
and they are determined to continue their 
experiment, and to convince the country 
that vaccination is not the only remedy 
against small-pox. They specially resent 
the proposal that the Local Government 
Board should instruct the vaccination 
officer, who is the servant of the local 
guardians, to proceed with prosecutions 
against the will of his employers. This 
proposal meets with the strongest pos- 
sible resentment. They further object to 
the retention of limited penalties, because, 
while the penalties proposed in the Bill 
are a small sum to the well-to-do, they 
will be a cruel burden upon the poor, 
and on this and on many other grounds 
they desire, in the strongest possible 
way, that the Bill should be withdrawn. 
I do not think that at the present time 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
President of the Local Government Board 
oan look upon this Bill as a permanent 
and satisfactory settlement of this con- 
troverted and difficult question, and I 
therefore wish to record my _ protest 
against in the strongest possible 
terms. 


*Sir C. DALRYMPLE 
desire, Sir, to take some part 
this Debate, because I am the only 
maining Member in the House~of the 
Royal Commission which sat from May, 
1889, to August, 1896, upon this sub- 
ject. When that Commission was 
appointed there were several Members of 
the then House upon it, but from one 
cause and another they are no longer 
with us. The Commission, I may men- 
tion, had the great advantage of having 
for its chairman Lord Herschell, who 
gave the most constant attendance to 
the sittings of the Commission, and to 
whom it is mainly owing that such an 
interesting and valuable Report was pre- 
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sented to Parliament. In the course of 
the time during which the Commission 
sat it lost two very eminent medical 
members, Sir William Savory, President 
of the Royal College of Surgeons, and 
Dr. Bristowe, a Fellow of the Royal Col- 
lege of Physicians; and it is well to 
remember that, though they were lost to 
the strength of the majority Report of the 
Commission, their places were not filled 
up. We also lost by death Mr. Charles 
Bradlaugh, a Member of this House, who 
brought a spirit of candour, fairness, and 
independence to bear upon public ques- 
tions. The opposition to vaccination 
was conducted with the greatest possible 
ability before the Commission, and a 
former Member for Leicester, Mr. Picton, 
an opponent of vaccination, was a 
member of the Commission throughout. 
It was, no doubt, to be regretted that 
the Commission lasted so long, although 
there were many reasons for it, and 
that the Report was not sooner published. 
It was to be regretted, I say, because, in 
many places the delay in issuing the 
Report was made an excuse for the sus- 
pension of operations connected with 
raccination. Out of 122 unions where 
vaccination was not enforced, no less 
than 46 pleaded as an excuse that the 
Royal Commission was sitting. Well, 
Sir, such an excuse has been withdrawn 
for many months; but the fact that the 
proceedings of the Royal Commission 
were made an excuse for suspending vac- 
cination made it all the more desirable 
that some legislation on the lines sug- 
gested by the Royal Commission should 
be introduced into Parliament ; and I for 
one, as a member of the Royal Commis- 
sion, am grateful to the Government for 
dealing with the question, even although 
the Measure which is now before Parlia- 
ment is of small dimensions. I am 
rather amused to find that it is now 
pleaded as an excuse for not taking steps 
to promote vaccination that this Bill 
does not follow the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission. As a matter of 
fact, I fear there are very few people 
who have read the Report of the Royal 
Commission. If they had read it, they 
would have known that three out of the 
four proposals of the Bill are founded on 
the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission ; and I think that this should be 
known when such a _ plea is put 
forward by those who ought to 
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have paid more attention to the 
recommendations of the Commission 
than they have done. The Bill is a 
compromise, and we do not, as a rule, 
love compromises. No doubt it is on 
that ground that the Bill has been criti- 
cised and attacked, but my belief is that 
the Bill, although a modest one, is drawn 
on the right lines. It is a _ small 
practical Measure, and it will not 
satisiy extreme people on_ either 
side, but I think that is rather 
a recommendation than _ otherwise. 
The main object of the Bill, as I under- 
stand it, is to help to make vaccination 
more acceptable to the country, and to 
remove objections and apprehensions 
which may not unreasonably be felt. It 
ought always to be the desire of those 
who believe in vaccination, and who hold 
that the benefits that it has conferred 
upon the country are absolutely incal- 
culable, not to make war upon indi- 
viduals, and not to override objections 
or misgivings or prejudices, call them 
what we may, but to get vaccination 
done, and secure that the children of 
this country are vaccinated. Conse- 
quently, I think that whatever makes 
the process more absolutely safe, less 
liable to objection or risk, or less diffi- 
cult and unpleasant, must be all for 
geod. The Roval Commission recom- 
mended, and the Bill embodies, two pro- 
visions which belong to the Scotch 
system: the one, the extension of the 
age within which vaccination shall be 
performed ; and the other, what is called 
domiciliary vaccination. I do not like the 
expression “domiciliary vaccination,” 
but what is meant by it, of course, is 
the visits of the medical man to the 
homes of the people for the purpose of 
performing vaccination, instead of giving 
the pecple the trouble and the incon- 
venience, not to speak of the risk, of 
going to the public station. But I do 
not understand that, while the Bill 
recommends this so-called domiciliary 
vaccination, it supersedes the stations. 
T imagine that there will still be stations 
where vaccination can be performed, but 
that the provision of the Bill is in favour 
of what is called domiciliary vaccination, 
The people of Scotland are proverbially 
intelligent—I do not venture in this 
House to compare that intelligence with 
that of the southern parts of the 
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United Kingdom—and there is no 
doubt that: in Scotland vaccination 
has met with very little opposi- 
tion. I only mention the circum- 
stance for the purpose of saying that I 
believe the absence of objection is greatly 
owing to the exceedingly wise and dis- 
cerning manner in which the vaccination 
laws have been enforced by the parochial 
boards ; and, although their powers are 
now transferred to the district councils, 
I doubt not that the same discretion will 
be exercised by the new body as was used 
by the old. I will not dwell upon ques- 
tions relating to vaccine lymph, but it 
is of great importance, in view of the 
anxiety which has sometimes prevailed, 
and prevailed with reason, about arm- 
to-arm vaccination. Probably ‘t is on 
Clause 2 of the Bill, which contains the 
provision about repeated penalties, that 
the greatest differences of opinion will 
prevail. I do not much wonder that 
Her Majesty’s Government have made 
the proposal which they have embodied 
in this Bill. I am entirely with them 
in their object, but I doubt the value of 
the provision. Our recommendation— 
the recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission in its first Report, which was 
against repeated penalties—was said to 
be fatal to vaccination. If that be true 
—and I do not admit it for one moment 
—will the provisions of Clause 2 of this 
Bill secure vaccination! I doubt it exceed- 
ingly. A letter appeared the other day 
in a leading journal mentioning that cer- 
tain societies possess funds ready to be 
devoted to the payment of fines, and the 
writer seemed to think that the funds 
had better be so used. Well, if there 
be fines, who can doubt that funds will 
be forthcoming to pay them? How, 
then, does the Bill secure more vaccina- 
tion in the future? Will it not rather 
keep alive the feeling of irritation on the 
subject to no good purpose? I see two 
objections to Clause 2. You may get 
the fines paid—I do not doubt that you 
will—but you will make martyrs, and 
you do not in that way recommend or 
secure vaccination. What is the present 
state of things in many towns? The 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down has spoken with reference to 
Leicester; and there are other towns 
which, in a greater or less degree, are 
like Leicester. The state of things is 
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this : with compulsion in force by statute 
you do not secure vaccination to any 
great extent in certain towns; and will 
anyone assert that the provisions of 
Clause 2 will alter that state of things in 
those places! I should be ‘disposed 
myself to trust more to the beneficent 
changes suggested in this Bill: the safe 
lymph, the domiciliary visits, and the 
exteasion of the age, added, I may say, 
to the more intelligent feeling about the 
practice, which may possibly in some de- 
gree arise owing to the subject being again 
brought before the country by this Bill. 
The Bill does not, of course, follow the 
recommendations of the Commission in 
regard to clause 2. May I be permitted 
to read a section—it is very short—of 
the Report of the Royal Commission 
upon this very important point! We 
say in section 52i— 


“We are now in a position to state the 
reasons which led us to recommend that re- 
peated penalties should no longer be enforced ; 
indeed, they will be apparent from what. we 
have already said. We do not doubt that the 
fact that penalties may be repeated secures in 
some cases the vaccination of children who 
would otherwise remain unvaccinated, but we 
believe that the irritation which these repeated 
prosecutions create, when applied in the case 
of those who honestly object to have their 
children vaccinated, and the agitation and the 
active propaganda of anti-vaccination views 
which they foster in such cases, tends so greatly 
to a disuse of the practice, in the districts where 
such occurrences take place, that in the result 
the number of children vaccinated is less than 
it would be had the power of repeated prose- 
cutions never existed or been exercised. This 
seems to us to be a crucial question. A law 
severe in its terms, and enforced with great 
stringency, may be less effectual for its purpose 
than one of less severity, and which is put in 
force less uncompromisingly. When this is the 
case, it cannot be doubted that the law which 
appears less severe is really more effective.” 


But it may be asked, what do you pro- 


pose? Well, in section 525, the Royal 
Commission made one or two recommen- 
dations. “It must, of course, be a neces- 
sary condition,” they reported— 


“of a claim of this description, that it 
should be such as would prevent an objection 
to the practice being alleged merely as an 
excuse to save the trouble connected with the 
vaccination of the child. We may give the 
following as examples of the methods which 
might be adopted. It might be provided that 
if a parent attended before the local authority, 
to satisfy them that he entertained such an 
objection, no proceedings should be taken 
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against him. Or, again, a statutory declara- 
tion to that effect before anyone now authorise] 
to take such declarations, or some other speci- 
fied official or officials, might be made a bar 
to proceedings.” 

Well, the Commission did not recom. 
mend repeated penalties, but they did 
not leave the subject suspended in 
the air, and they took that clear view 
of the subject which induced them to 
make this recommendation in reference 
to a statutory declaration. I think it 
would impress those who entertain con- 
scientious objections, or who have appre- 
hensions about vaccination, with the 
solemnity and importance of the pro- 
ceeding, and those who really entertain 
conscientious objections—and there are 
many such—and those from one 
cause or another have been afraid of 
vaccination, would feel a great responsi- 
bility in making that declaration, so 
that they would make it seriously, and 
would on no occasion be likely to make 
it lightly. I do not believe that such a 
provision would increase the number of 
conscientious objectors—I mean of those 
who would so describe themselves; but, 
| at all events, it would show who really 
were the conscientious objectors. I think 
further, that the question of re-vaccina- 
|tion should certainly receive mention in 


ity Bill. The only other part of the 


who 





Report of the Royal Commission which 
I will venture to quote has reference to 
this subject. In section 533 the Com- 
missioners say— 


| After full consideration of the whole ques- 


|tion, we are, however, deterred, by the con- 
sideration to which we have adverted, from 
proposing that re-vaccination should be made 
compulsory. At the same time, in view of the 
great importance of re-vaccination, we think 
it should be in every way encouraged. If an 
adequate fee were allowed in every case of 
successful re-vaccination, by whatever medical 
man it was performed, we think there would 
probably be a large extension of the practice. 
| We think steps should be taken to impress on 
parents the importance of having their children 
re-vaccinated not later than at the age of twelve 
vears. We recommend, further, that when 
small-pox shows signs of becoming epidemic, 
special facilities should be afforded, both for 
vaccination and re-vaccination. 


Of course, Sir, the Bill is not likely to 
satisfy extreme people—nobody expects 
that—but I think it will go far to satisfy 
reasonable objectors. It is obvious the 
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discussion must be limited to the Bill, 
and yet I may be permitted, perhaps, 
to mention two points before I sit down, 
one of them arising out of the remarks 
made by the Member for Leicester. But 
first of all let me say a word or two about 
the case of ‘Gloucester, which was mer- 
tioned on the occasion of the Debate on 
the 19th April. by the honourable Gentle- 
man opposite [Mr. Bayley]. Gloucester, 
according to that gentleman, is a 
thoroughly insanitary place, destitute of 
proper water supply, and so forth; and 
he, of course, attributes the outbreak of 
small-pox to this unfavourable circum- 
stance. 


Mr. T. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I spoke of the state of the city 
before the outbreak. 


*Sra_ CHARLES DALRYMPLE : I 
understand the honourable Gentleman 
now to say that it was previous to the 
epidemic that Gloucester was in a 
It is, 
however, % curious circumstance that in 
1891 the Secretary to the Anti-Vaccina- 
tion League of Gloucester declared before 
the Royal Commission that Gloucester 
was a specially clean town, well abreast 
ci sanitary improvements; and yet it 
was in this pure town, with all the best 
improvements of a sanitary kind, that 
the outbreak occurred. Now the 
honowrable Gentleman refers to the ont- 
break, and says it was owing to its in- 
sanitary condition. 


thoroughly insanitary condition. 


Mr. BAYLEY: I spoke of what I saw 
with my own eyes; and if the honourable 
Member will go to Gloucester to-day, and 
see 2 place called Key Court, he will be 
of the same opinion as myself, 


*Sirn CHARLES DALRYMPLE: Well, 
I mention the remarks of the honourable 
Gentleman on the former occasion for the 
purpose of showing that both he and the 
Seeretary of the Anti-Vaccination League 
could not have been correct. Let me 
refer for 2 moment to the case of Leices- 
ier, in consequence of the interestirg 
speech made by the honourable Gentle- 
man who has just sat down. It is quite 
true that Leicester is a singularly un- 
vaccinated town, but Leicester, unlike 
almost any other town that I know oi, 
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has adopted a most elaborate system of 
isolation. No one who thinks about the 
subject for a moment can doubt that the 
elaborate system of isolation at Leicester 
must have had a very great effect; and 
really, when one hears so much about 
interference with personal liberty, I do 
not know any greater interference with 
personal liberty than that which prevails 
at Leicester, where, on the smallest 
suspicion of small-pox in a family, not 
only the sick person but his family are 
subjected to isolation treatment. So that 
I always feel that while Leicester has 
happily been of late years much freer of 
the risk which might be expected from 
the want of vaccination, at the same time 
I believe it is due to the elaborate system 
of isolation which the town of Leicester 
has adopted. But I am afraid other 
towns in the country which neglect vacci- 
ration have not followed the good 
example set them by Leicester. In some 
quarters there is a vague impression that 
as small-pox is happily so rare, vaccina- 
tion is either unnecessary or useless. In 
this House some years ago there was a 
most interesting and weighty speech 
made by Sir Lyon Playfair—now Lord 
Playfair—which I am sure must be in 
the memory of some who heard it. Sir 
Lyon Playfair said in substance on that 
occasion: Little as people knew it, the 
fortunate prevalence of vaccination had 
so fortified the country against small- 
pox that even if the practice were to 
some extent to become rare it would be 
some time before the neglect of vacci- 
nation told. But I need not say how 
far he was from suggesting that neglect 
could go on with impunity. I confess 
that I see with some anxiety that since 
then some towns have dropped into 
neglect of vaccination. Sooner or later 
it is to be feared the same result will 
follow as at Gloucester. I do not doubt, 
if ever such similar epidemics should 
break out again—which Heaven forbid— 
that there would be the same rush to 
vaccination as at Gloucester; but that 
would not undo the mischief oc make up 
the arrears of protection. I believe this 
Bill would remove some of the grounds 
which the opponents of vaccination have 
to work upon. If security as to the 
character of the lymph is given, if the 
eperation is performed without trouble or 
risk to the infant, and if the infant has 
passed the tenderest period when vacci- 
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nation may conceivably be attended with 
the greatest risk, then I think even 
those who are disposed to resist or to 
neglect vaccination may reconsider their 
decision. I must, however, speak dis- 
paraginely of Clause 2. I do not attach 
much importance to Clause 2, even in 
the interests of vaccination. That opinion 
will not, of course, prevent me from 
voting, as I shall very heartily do, for the 
Second Reading of this Bill. But I hope 
that the Government will reconsider 
Clause 2, and that in the course of the 
proceedings in Committee they may_be 
disposed to give effect in a greater degree 
to the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission, and if they do that I believe 
they will make the Bill a much more 
valuable Bill to the country. 


*Mr. F. A. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): The speech of the right hon- 
ourable Baronet the Member for Inswiea, 
who preceded me, was a speech of very 
great importance. It was a speech made 
after an experience of seven years upon 
the Royal Commission, and deluged with 
facts upon the question of vaccination. 
The right honourable Baronet, in making 
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his speech, has had the advantage of con- 
sidering and reconsidering his position 
since the Royal Commission, which sat 
to consider this matter, and reported 


upon it two and a half years ago. The 
right honourable Baronet substantially 
agreed with the contention which was 
advanced, with singular force and great 
good judement, by the honourable Mem- 
ber for Ilkeston, who, as the House is 
aware, is an extremely able advocate of 
vaccination. Practically, therefore, we 
now have before us not only the opinion 
of a former Secretary of the Local 
Government Board, but of the only re- 
maining Member of the Royal Commis- 
sion who has now a seat in this House, 
that compulsion is dead, and that in any 
future Bill dealing with the question of 
vaccination any compulsory clauses ought 
to be eliminated. I do not quite under- 
stand the inference which the right 
honourable Member drew from his own 
argument. He appeared to be inclined 
to remove the second clause absolutely 
from the Bill, whereas far greater effect 
would have been given to his argument 
if he had suggested the abolition of the 
compulsory powers altogether, and had, 
in lieu of the proposals in the Bill, pressed 
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for his suggestions of sanitation and 
isolation. But, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion 
the speech of the right honourable 
Baronet is a speech which Her Majesty’s 
Government must weigh and consider 
carefully in dealing with the future 
course of this Bill. Having regard 
to the startling fact that no less 
than 122 of the local authorities. 
boards of guardians, to which this 
Bill again re-intrusts the adminis 
tration of the Acts—46 of which have 
alleged the sitting of the Royal Commis. 
sion as a pretext for so doing—have 
refused to carry out the compulsory 
powers under the Acts, it appears to me 
that in many districts of the country it 
is impossible to carry any further the 
policy of dealing with vaccination by 
compulsion. I have read much of 
the evidence given before the Royal 
Commission, and also the Report, 
and I should imagine that any 
practical man, after having considered 
the general effect of that evidence 
and Report, would have come to the con- 
clusion that it was of no use whatever to 
treat the question of vacci1.ation by any 
measure of compulsion. The old policy 
of carrying out vaccination by force, and 
the cruel penalties proposed to be 
inflicted in this way against persons who 
have a conscientious objection to it, is a 
policy which is absolutely dead, and one 
which we must at once give up as a use- 
less and hopeless policy. Substantially 
the speech of the right honourable 
Baronet amounted to this: that the 
future policy with regard to vaccination 
should be a policy of friendly advice to 
the public, and that facilities should be 
given to those people who favour vace:na- 
tion to follow out their inclinations. So 
far as I myself could see, his argument 
did riot go farther than that. His whole 
argument came to this: that the real 
hostility to vaccination arose largely 
from the fact that it was a constant inter- 
ference with the liberty of the subject, 
and that tfere is a natural desire upon 
the part of the parents to retain their 
own freedom of judgment upon a matter 
upon which, while it excites a great deal 
of interest in the country, there is a great 
diversity of opinion. Even before I heard 
the important and weighty speech of the 
right honourable Baronet, it appeared to 
me that the true policy of Her Majesty's 
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Government in this matter of vaccina- 
tion would be, as it has been in other 
matters of late, a policy of “silence and 
polite withdrawal,” and I think there 
would be quite as much safety in their 
doing so. It is, of course, a merit of the 
Bill that it does away with repeated 
prosecutions. But those who, like my- 
self, represent constituencies where vac- 
cination has practically been abolished, 
and abolished, I might almost say, with 
the connivance of the Local Government 
Board itself, consider that there should 
be some further concession made to 
the feelings of those persons who have a 
conscientious objection to the practice of 
vaccination at all. There is undoubtedly, 
as the honourable Member for Leicester 
said, a very strong consensus of opinion 
amongst those interested in this question 
of vaccination that it is unfair to 
give the rich man an opportunity of pay- 
ing his two fines, and so escaping scot- 
free, whilst the poor man is subject to 
two fines, which, in all probability, he 
cannot pay, and he may have to make 
three appearances before the court. This 
is shown by an answer which was given 
to the honourable Member for the 
Market Harborough Division on 
Thursday last. This is a question 
largely affecting working people, whose 
wages are much interfered with by 
these repeated prosecutions. They 
are compelled to make three appear- 
ances in court, and are subjected to two 
fines, and unless there are strong and 
substantial reasons for maintaining—and 
maintaining in a more rigid form than 
it has been attempted to be main- 
tained for the last few years—this 
policy of coercion, it is simply ridiculous 
to maintain this part of the Bill, and have 
people up two or three times before the 
court, and allow the rich man to pay and 
get off scot-free and put all this trouble 
and affliction upon the poor man. Now, 
this Bill is a rather inconsistent and 
foolish attempt to bolster up a system 
which is really discredited by the evidence 
of the Royal Commission. That evidence 
shows a wide divergency of opinion upon 
this question, not only amongst those 
who are the excited advocates of personal 
liberty in this matter, but those who 
by scientific qualifications and medical 
research are entitled to give an opinion 
upon this Undoubtedly, the 
evidence given before the Royal Com- 
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mission shows a very wide and serious 
difference of opinion upon this subject. 
This Bill is an endeavour to enforce once 
more a system which could only be 
justified by the practical unanimity of 
scientific men that vaccination is sub- 
stantially a sure preventive from the 
ravages of small-pox, and on the other 
hand that it is free from every risk and. 
danger to the children who are to be 
operated upon. The President of the 
Local Government Board dwelt upon this. 
policy of domiciliary visits as if it were 
a concession and an advantage to the 
public; but I have read a somewhat 
singular comment upon this policy of 
domiciliary visits— 


“At an adjourned meeting of the Ormesby 
Urban District Council, in the course of @ 
short discussion on the subject of a house-to- 
house visitation for the purpose of vaccination, 
Dr. Knott, the medical officer, said that the 
medical men appointed by the guardians had 
visited North Ormesby, and in many cases. 
had met with a scandalous reception. They 
had not been received in a respectable way at. 
all, and were looked upon more like bailiffs. 
than doctors. In some instances they were. 
told to vaccinate the cat. In several instances. 
the people who were visited said that when 
they desired to be vaccinated they would 
have their own club doctors.” 


Well, I venture to say that if the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
would accompany some of his own 
officers and go through some of the 
districts that I am familiar with, and go 
through the experiences some of those 
gentlemen have, I am bound to say that 
I think, genial and conciliatory as he 
always is upon every occasion, he would 
find himself in the course of the day in 
exceedingly difficult and unpleasant 
positions. I venture to predict that 
these domiciliary visits, if ever carried 
into law, will be bitterly resented by the 
people. There is this further extraor- 
dinary provision, the right honourable 
Gentleman proposes to force upon the 
local authorities, who are entrusted with 
the carrying out of this Act—he is going 
to compel them to elect an officer who is 
practically to be placed, so far as his 
authority is concerned, above the heads 
of the boards of guardians; and 
although the boards of guardians may be 
elected by people who dislike this 
Act and disapprove of it upon conscien- 
tious principles, and although the boards 


of guardians may pass resolutions that. 
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there shall be no prosecutions for the non- 
compliance with the provisions of the 
Vaccination Act in that area, yet their 
officer, whom they will have to elect 
whether they like it or not, is to have 
the power of instituting proceedings and 
carrying out prosecutions against the 
wishes and in spite of the resolucions 
passed by his own board on the subject. ; 
and he also has a right of imposing upon 
the ratepayers of the district, who, 
through the boards of guardians whom 
they elect, entirely disapprove of his 
action in the matter and repudiate it, 
the expense entailed by the prosecutions 
in which he engages. Any attempt to 
carry out such a foolish policy as that in 
the Midland counties of England will be 
farcical and ridiculous in the extreme. 
The right honourable Gentleman gave 
the explanation, that he did not want to 
overload the Bill, and this matter would 
be dealt with by regulations, and 
described to the House that these vacci- 
nation officers would have power to 
initiate the prosecutions themselves, for 
which the ratepayers would have to pay, 
although the boards of guardians had 
resolved that no prosecutions should 
take place. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
un, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I said those 
were powers we possess already, and could 
put into force at any moment. They 
have nothing to do with the Bill. 


*Mr CHANNING: Are they powers 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
has ever enforced under any circum- 
stances before? 


Tne PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: They have 
nothing to do with the Bill. 


*Mr. CHANNING: The domiciliary 
visits, which will be deeply resented by 
many of the people, are aggravated by 
the extraordinary provision that the 
vaccination officer elected by the board 
of guardians would have power to ini- 
tiate prosecutions, for which the rate- 
payers would have to pay, although the 
board of guardians might have resolved 
that there should be no prosecutions. 


Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: Again, I must 
point out that those are powers which 
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are already possessed, and can be put in 
force at any moment ; they have nothing 
whatever to do with the Bill. 


*Mr. CHANNING: At any rate, the 
policy announced by the right honour- 
able Gentleman on the Second Reading of 
the Bill amounted to this: that he was 
prepared to support a system under 
which officer will be 
able to initiate prosecutions, and to 


the vaccination 


impose charges upon the rates in the 
locality where the board of guardians, 
with the full approval of the inhabitants, 
may have passed a resolution to the 
effect that they did not want anything 
of the kind to be done. 
to think that is a very unwise proposal. 
I say the only justification of such a 
policy would be scientific certainty that 
vaccination will prevent small-pox, and 
that there is freedom from risk of con- 
tamination. What are the facts! It is 


Now, I venture 


admitted by the certificates of doctors, 
who saw the children die, that, between 
1881 and 1895, 773 children died from 
the effects of vaccination—that is, one 
healthy English child per week during 


that whole period. There can be no 
reasonable doubt that in the case of thou- 
sands upon thousands of other children’s 
deaths they have been contributed to by 
the process of vaccination. The uncer- 
tainty, if not the worthlessness, of vacci- 
nation has been absolutely proved again 
and again. I myself brought before the 
House in 1889 the case of St. Joseph's 
Industrial School at Manchester, where all 
the pupils and attendants were vacci- 
nated, yet small-pox was introduced by : 
well-vaccinated child of 12, and half the 
school took it. In the evidence given 
before the Royal Commission there is also 
a substantial admission that for many 
years has been denied, that certain loath- 
some diseases can be communicated by 
vaccination. Now, it is stated tiaat the 
lymph which is to be provided under 
the new system will obviate that. I 
listened with the greatest interest to the 
able and lucid speech of the honourable 
Member for Edinburgh University, but I 
will be glad to hear some further explana- 
tion on this point, because I do not see 
why glvcerine should be fatal to the 
germs of these horrible diseases, and not 
destroy the germs of cowpox itself. 
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Sm WILLIAM PRIESTLEY (Edin- 
burgh and St. Andrews Universities): It 
has been proved. 


*Mr. CHANNING: We are all familiar 
with the explanations which are given as 
to the improvement in the figures as re- 
gards small-pox. The diminution, I ven- 
ture to say, is explained, not by vaccina- 
tion, but by improved sanitation and the 
policy of isolation. I find, as regards 
Leicester, the mortality from small-pox, 
when it was well vaccinated, was practi- 
cally the same as in Birmingham, but 
since Leicester has become a_non- 
vaccinated town the number of deaths 
from small-pox have cnormeusly dimi- 
nished, as compared with Birmingham 
and other towns. In my own experience 
I know of two cases where, shortly after 
successful re-vaccination, there have been 
cases of small-pox. Certainly, the Bull 
has not pleased the medical officers. The 
honcurable Member who preceded me 
spoke of isolation as affecting the liberty 
of the subject, but under the process of 
vaccination you are imposing upon a 
helpless child a certain risk, on the plea 
that there may be some chance of escap- 
ing a possible future risk. Well, I 
think the policy of this Bill is a 
most foolish outcome of the cogitation 
of the right honourable Gentleman 
upon the results of the Royal Commis- 
sion. Apparently, the right honourable 
Gentleman wishes to make a trifling con- 
cession to those who conscientiously 
object to vaccination, but. I venture to 
think. the Bill will not be received with 
either enthusiasm or gratitude. The 
country is coming to the common-sense 
conclusion that it wants no more com- 
pulsory vaccination. If people want to 
be vaccinated they can easily go to their 
own medical man and get the operation 
performed upon themselves or their 
children. Compulsion is a policy which I 
do not think the right honourable Gentle- 
man will venture to re-establish in this 
country. Some 120 boards of guardians 
have refused to carry out the policy of 
this Act. Does the right honourable 
Gentleman think seriously he will find 
these gentlemen willing at once to adopt 
and give effect to this Bill when 
it becomes law? Does he propose to 
carry out his policy by the fire-and-sword 
process ? I have treated this matter 
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from a non-Party point of view, 
but regarding it for the moment 
as a question of Party interests, I 
hope the right honourable Gentle- 
man will carry his policy through, 


and send down his vaccination officers to 
coerce and override the boards of guar- 
dians. If he attempts that, I venture 
to predict that there will be a good many 
seats which will be lost to his Party in 
the Midland and Northern counties, and 
their present occupants will be doomed 
to political extinction, and the results 
will be disastrous to the authors of the 
policy of this Bill. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
There are, it appears to me, three 
different views on this subject. There 
are a certain number of persons who 
consider vaccination almost absolutely 
preservative against small-pox, and that 
it is perfectly innocuous. There are other 
persons who think it may be preserva- 
tive, but that it is so harmful that it 
should not be resorted to. There are a 
third class of persons who don’t presume 
to legislate on a subject on which doctors 
differ, and I am one of these. I should 
not venture to lay down any strong 
opinions, but I do think that there is 
such an opinion in this country that it 
is most improper to compel parents to 
vaccinate their children, having regard 
to the divergent views as to its efficacy. 
Now, Sir, this Bill reduces the penalties 
to two. Well, so far so good; but what 
surprises me is the miserable want of 
logic on the part of the vaccinators. 
What is their doctrine? That small-pox 
is so infectious that, unless all children 
are vaccinated, the community must 
suffer owing to the spread of the disease. 
Logically, therefore, they ought to insist 
on the vaccination of every child in 
tne public interest. It is admitted that 
vaccination wears out. Why do they not 
insist on re-vaccination? I understand 
that in seven years the supposed pre- 
ventive effect disappears, and I should 
like to know how many Members of this 
House have been vaccinated within seven 
vears. Let us consider how many of them 
have not been vaccinated, and if they 
have been visited with severe penalties 
for jeopardising the health of Parlia- 
mert by abstaining from re-vaccination. 
I point this out as an argument of the 
absurdity of the proposal. Heretofore the 
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idea prevailed that by the imposition of 
repeated penalties the resistance of a 
parent who refused to have his child 
vaccinated would be worn down, but here 
you have only two penalties. In other 
words, anyone for the comparatively small 
sum of £2 may contract out. What would 
be said if the President of the Board of 
Agriculture were to allow any dog to 
wander about unmuzzled in consideration 
of a payment of £2? It would be said 
at once that such exemption would 
neutralise and destroy his own scheme, 
and so it is with the present Bill. Again, 
what would be said if we had the plague 
here, and if it were laid down generally 
that any person having the malady was 
not to ride in a public vehicle, but that if 
he chose to pay double fare he could go 
ebout in a cab? I wish merely 
to point out how unfair it is between the 
rich and the poor. The proposal in this 
Measure to allow people to purchase ‘m- 
munity by payment of £2 would favour 
the rich. At any rate, we know on this 
side of the House that £2 is a lot to-a 
poor man. The poor man who could 
not pay would be imprisoned, and thus 
the Bill would draw a distinction betweea 


rich and poor. But the Bill is so illogical 
that it reduces compulsory vaccination 


to an absurdity. I am inclined to think 
that if this contracting out clause is per- 
sisted in, compulsory vaccination will be 
done away with. Then, with regard to 
calf lymph, there is a point that requircs 
explanation. I have heard that cows 
are liable to consumption. If lymph were 
taken from an apparently sound calf. 
could anyone be sure that the animal did 
not come from a consumptive family? 
How are you to guarantee the child if 
you cannot guarantee the calf! Now I 
want to know this—does the Local 
Government Board claim that it has the 
power to initiate prosecutions with- 
out tho assent or approval of the 
guardians? Ifso, will the right honour- 
able Gentlemen explain how it occurs 
that that power was obtained? Further, 
I would ask, supposing he considers he 
has those powers, if he intends to us: 
them only in the event of this Bill being 
passed? Iwishto know whether the Local 
Government Board claims that it has 
power to initiate prosecutions without the 
assent or approval of the guardians. If 
so, will the right honourable Gentleman 
the President of the Local Government 
Mr. Labouchere. 
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Board. explain how that power ig 
obtained? Some honourable Members 
on this side of the House think that 
these powers are given in the third 
clause, but I do not urge the third clause 
in the matter. If the Bill passes the 
Second Reading I hope we shall have 
some expression of opinion in regard to 
the points I have raised. If it passes, it 
will be my bounden duty to propose or 
support a considerable number of 
Amendments to it; in fact, I hardly 
think that if the right honourable Gen- 
tleman persists in the Bill we can hope 
that the House will rise before the end 
of September. We shall oppose it line 
by line, so far as the compulsory powers 
are concerned, and I have also, after 
communication with my constituents, 
framed a new clause which I shall pro 
pose. 


*Mr. R. ASCROFT (Oldham): I did 
not propose to take any part in this 
Debate, but the board of guardians in 
the constituency which I represent 
passed a resolution unanimously asking 
me to oppose this Bill, or the ground 
that they objected to any kind of com- 
pulsory vaccination. The board of 
guardians is not a political board-—t is 
six of one and half a dozen of the other 
so far as parties go—therefore, there can 
be no suggestion that any representations 
they may make are based on political 
grounds. Under the present system you 
prosecute—it is not prosecution, in 
many cases it is persecution—and the 
result is that at the present moment com- 
pulsory vaccination was never so much 
hated and detested in this country. In 
every constituency in the country there 
is a large body who feel strongly on this 
subject. Magistrates refuse to inflict 
fines, or, if they do, the amounts are so 
trifling that they are of no avail; and 
boards of guardians will not allow their 
officers to prosecute. Now there is to be 
a change. We are told that the vaccina- 
tion officers, although they are paid by 
boards of guardians are to take their 
orders from the Local Government 
Board. But that is contrary the 
spirit of local government, and will be 
resented in every constituency. If this 
proposal is passed, and the Local Govern- 
ment Board takes upon itself the duty 
and responsibility of dictating in this 
way to boards of guardians throughout 
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the country, it will lay itself open to 
general execration on the part of Boards 
of Guardians, and the Bill in that respect 
will be a failure. With regard to the 
proposed domiciliary visits, they also will 
be a failure. Years ago we had in this 
country a Hearth Tax, under which the 
authorities had power to enter every 
house and count the number of hearths. 
That was considered to be an interference 
with the liberty of the subject, and the 
tax was abolished. As to these domi- 
ciliary visits, in the commencement it 
will be a polite invitation; in a little 
while the medical officer will come accom- 
panied by the vaccination officer, and a 
little later by the police-constable on the 
beat, and a system of coercion will 
spring up which may not be intended at 
the moment, but which will inevitably 
result if this Bill is passed. The Govern- 
ment has tried in every way to popularise 
vaccination. I do not blame this Govern- 
ment—all the Governments we have had 
for many years have tried in every way to 
popularise vaccination. It has been 
enforced on the Army, the Navy, on 
School Boards, on the Post Office, on 
Civil servants. Pretty nearly every- 
body who wanted office had to be vacci- 
nated, except gentlemen sitting on the 
Front Bench. Their day is still to come, 
and in the meantime I should like to 
know how many Members of the Front 
Bench have been vaccinated. I should 
like to see the day when acceptance of 
office will depend on vaccination, still I 
do not think that will be sufficient to 
prevent any Member accepting office. 
If this Bill, instead of being devoted to 
compulsion, had done something more 
for sanitation, isolation, pure air, and 
pure water, good drainage, notification of 
infectious diseases, and competent medi- 
cal treatment, we should have made great 
strides towards stamping out small-pox. 
It is useless attempting to hide the fact 
that the Bill is unpopular with the 
people. When passed it will be resented, 
and every endeavour will be made and 
every means taken by those people whose 
conscientious scruples are roused — 
Whether rightly or wrongly—to have 
impediments thrown in the way of carry- 
ing out the Bill. If so, the object in 
view, the stamping out of small-pox, will 
be defeated from the very commence- 
ment. Boards of Guardians have already 
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passed resolutions, and some of these 
have been embodied in resolutions and 
petitions to the right honourable Gentle- 
man. the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. So far as I can see, this is 
a fight between the Local Government 
Board and the Boards of Guardians 
throughout the country, and all those 
persons who object to compulsory vacci- 
nation. And I do not hesitate to say 
that the Local Government Board will be 
defeated. They may not be defeated in 
passing their Bill—there is a majority in 
this House that can pass any Bill; but 
they will be defeated in the object they 
wish to attain. It would be better to 
establish in every town some little build- 
ing adapted and fitted properly where 
people could take their children to be 
vaccinated if they wished, but in propos 
ing compulsion the Government was 
taking a serious course. You may take 
a horse to the water, but you cannot 
make him drink. It was only the other 
day that an account was published in the 
papers of the Board of Guardians in one 
of the Metropolitan districts passing a 
resolution to compensate the parents of 
several children who had lost their lives 
from erysinelas, contracted by means of 
vaccination not from calf lymph. For 
years and years you have been trying to 
compel people to vaccinate their children 
from other children, and have been prose- 
cuting them for failing to do so. How 
is it you have only found out your mis- 
take now? These people have been right 
and the Government in their prosecu- 
tions have been wrong. We are told 
by the honourahle Member for Edin- 
burgh University that calf lymph pro- 
perly prepared is not injurious ; but who 
is going to guarantee the preparation! 
I hope and trust this Bill will not be 
read a second time; if it is I can assure 
my honourable Friend opposite that 
opportunities will be taken to prepare as 
many Amendments as possible, and I 
hope it will never become a Bill so long 


as I am a Member of this House. 


Dr. R. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): Seven years ago I had the 
honour of seconding the proposal to 
appoint the Royal Commission on vacci- 
nation. I did so because I was con- 
vinced that the more vaccination was 
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inquired into the more its merits would 
become patent. I am bound to say 
that, after a long trial, vaccination 
leaves the court without a stain 
upon its character. It may be said 
that the parturition of this mountain 
mouse has been long-continued and labo- 
rious. I can only say that I am glad 
indeed that the Government have had 
the support and assistance on this occa- 
sion of the honourable Member for North- 
ampton, and I believe the honourable 
Member for Edinburgh, who has put the 
case for vaccination so completely that 
I almost hesitate to make any more 
remarks after his very able, lucid, and 
complete speech. When I said that this 
Bill was not a logical one on the findings 
of the Committee, that, Sir, no doubt is a 
conclusion which recommends itself to 
many honourable Members of this House. 
I may say that on these matters I am 
rather a “thick and thinner.” I am not 
much of a believer in your conscientious 
objector. I should prefer myself that 
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we should have a paternal Government 
ruling over us, as in Germany, who would 
take care that we were vaccinated with 
calf lymph. 


In Germany, when a school- 
boy arrives at school age, he is not 
allowed to go into school at all unless 
he has been reasonably vaccinated. I 
do not want to be too stiff-backed upon 
an occasion like this. I should have pre- 
ferred the Government to have taken up 
a strong and vigorous line of action, and 
continue some sort of compulsion; but 
we must, of course, go with the times. 
There is no doubt about that. I am 
bound to say that, after the speech of 
my honourable Friend and professional 
Brother who sits on the Front Opposi- 
tion Bench, and who so well acted his 
part as politician and medical officer to 
the Local Government Board, I have no 
doubt he is right, and I must keep 
my stronger opinions and make them fall 
in with us, That proposal was perhaps 
better than that which this Bill proposes 
to carry out. There is one point which I 
think this House will not dispute, that 
is. that small-pox has diminished, and 
that it is a much less terrible disease than 
it used to be. And what is the reason of 
it? Why has it diminished? It has 
been stated that a great number of 
Dr. Farquharson. 
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people marked with small-pox used to go 
about in the old days, and it used to be 
rather the exception to see a person who 
was not marked with it. I was reading 
in an article the other day a description 
of this disease in the old days, and it 
stated that small-pox began to be such a 
usual thing that no one took any notice 
of it, nor thought that it was anything 
special or unusual. Well, we say that 
small-pox has diminished, and no one in 
their senses can deny that it has dimi- 
nished. I say it has diminished on 
account of vaccination, but our opponents 
say that it is on account of sanitation. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] I won’t say “Hear, 
hear!” but I will say half a“ Hear, hear!” 
because I think that everyone will admit 
that sanitation must of course influence 
every disease. and every human consti- 
tution; and, of course, if you place 
people under better sanitary conditions, 
with their houses well drained, there is 
no doubt in the world that those people 
are placed in a better position by their 
constitution for withstanding the ravages 
of any disease. But my friends are 
bound to go further than that if they 
want us to believe that sanitation is the 
one thing which has brought this great 
result by which the diminishing of small- 
pox has been carried out, and they are 
bound to prove that there is some scien- 
tific connection between small-pox and 
sanitation. My honourable Friend the 
Member for Edinburgh placed that very 
clearly before the House. He told us 
that a certain number of diesases, like 
typhus and typhoid fevers, were produced 
by bad drainage. and bad sanitary con- 
ditions, and that diphtheria, and a lot 
of other diseases of that kind, are well- 
known to depend solely and specifically 
on bad sanitary conditions. But I do 
not think any prominent scientific man 
has ever brought forward any case or 
scientific evidence to prove that small-pox 
has any specific relation with sanitary 
conditions. Then there are other 
diseases which my honourable Friend 
told the House of, relating to the same 
class, such as measles, scarlet fever, 
erysipelas, and whooping cough, which, 
if small-pox had been diminished by 
improved sanitation, ought also to have 
diminished. But, instead of being 
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diminished, these diseases have actually 
risen coterminously with the improved 
conditions of sanitation during the last 
few years. Then, again, this is also 
another proof: the larger number of 
insanitary places have often had 
very low small-pox rates, as anyone 
who has been to Germany within 
the last 20 or 30 years, and who has 
seen the condition of sanitation there, 
and observed the state of zymotic 
diseases, will admit. Now, what are the 
jacts of the case? Why, that during a 
long succession of years, in which 
sanitation made no special progress, 
small-pox has gone on diminishing 
and diminishing, and that disease 
is almost entirely stamped out in Ger- 
many. Then there is another great 
point. In Leicester and Middles- 
brough, and all those places where there 
have been epidemics of small-pox, we 
have had an opportunity of studying its 
effects, and it is quite evident to any- 
one’s mind that the people who suffer 
most are the young. unvaccinated chil- 
dren, I do not want to weary the House 
with statistics of unvaccinated children 
and unvaccinated people, but at the 
same time I may be permitted to point 
cut that the children and people who 
are unvaccinated are the most heavily 
hit by this disease, whilst policemen, 
postmen, and soldiers, who are officially 
revaccinated, have escaped the disease 
altogether. And, finally, there is the 
illustration of the nurses, and that is a 
very sore bone for the anti-vaccinators 
to pick, for they have tried their best 
with it for many years, but they have 
not made much impression upon it. In 
every small-pox hospital every nurse has 
to be revaccinated, and they escape the 
disease, but, in one or two cases, the 
nurses who have declined to be vaccinated 
get the small-pox, and occasionally die 
from it. That is a condition of things 
which can be absolutely proved, and 
often has been proved, by most direct 
arguments. Now, Sir, I do not want to 
detain the House longer, but I should 
like to say one word more, and that is 
in reference to isolation. Isolation is no 
doubt very important, and far be it from 


.me to undervalue it; but I am inclined 


to think that the taking of people from 
their homes and shutting them up in 
hospitals is an interference with their 
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personal liberty. Is it possible that 
you can always get sufficient hospital 
accommodation to effectively isolate cases 
of small-pox! Small-pox is a disease 
which it is not at all very easy to diag- 
nose in the early stages, and if you drag 
people out of their homes to convey them 
to a small-pox hospital you not only 
damage their constitutions but you run 
the risk of spreading the disease as you 
pass through the streets. It is not alto- 
gether improbable that a strong medical 
opinion exists in favour of these small- 
rex hospitals in a large number of cases, 
but it has been pretty well proved that 
these hospitals have been the means of 
disseminating small-pox around the 
locality in which they are situated. But 
apart from the fact that this isolation in 
hospitals may eventually be the 
means of preventing the spread 
of the disease, I do not think that it 
is an extremely agreeable process for a 
person with small-pox in his own com- 
fortable home to be shifted into a large 
hospital with a lot of other small-pox 
patients, where you see the depressing 
sights which are inseparably associated 
with every large hospital containing a 
large number of patients. Now we 
have heard a great deal about calf 
lymph, and my honourable Friend below 
me was not quite sure about the advisa- 
bility of mixing calf lymph and glycerine. 
Now my honourable Friend the Mem- 
ber for Edinburgh was absolutely within 
his scientific rights when he stated that, 
by experiment, it had been proved that 
glycerine preserved the vaccine lymph 
and destroyed every source of infection. 
That is founded on strict scientific 
experiments, not only carried on here 
by the observation of scientists in this 
country, but also in Germany it has for 
many years proved to be a process which 
has been swift, sure, and effectual. The 
old-fashioned idea is that vaccination 
by calf lymph is more irritating; but 
by improved methods of culture and 
administration I believe it has now been 
absolutely shown that the use of calf 
lymph is not attended by nearly 
so much irritation as the old 


fashioned method. Now my honour- 
able Friend below me referred to 
the divergence of opinion upon the 
Report of the Royai Commission among 
scientific men. Well, is there anything 
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in human affairs, scientific or otherwise, 
in which it is possible to get unanimity 
among human beings! There are one 
or two people who do, I think, argue 
against vaccination. Dr. Collins, the 
well known and respected chairman of 
the London County Council, does mot go 
as far as we do. His opinion is, I believe, 
that the effect of vaccination wears out 
quicker than we say it does, and he does 
not think that compulsion is necessary. 
I do not think that even Dr. Collins 
has ever disputed that vaccination is 
a preventative against small-pox. My 
impression is that he is convinced that 
vaccination is a remedy for small-pox, 
but that it soon wears out. It is, how- 
ever, in the first place, generally 
admitted that the danger is minimised 
by vaccination with calf lymph; 
secondly, by the effect of the glycerine, 
which destroys the germs; and, thirdly, 
I should be strongly in favour of this: 
that the calf should be first examined 
by a surgeon. If the examination 
was satisfactory, the calf should then be 
killed, but the lymph taken from it 
should not be used till a post-mortem 
examination has been made of the calf, 
and a searching inquiry made, so that 
the surgeon is able to certify absolutely, 
from an examination of all the organs, 
that the calf was perfectly healthy in 
every part, and that there was no pos- 
sible danger in using that lymph. I 
believe a good deal of bad vaccination, 
as my honourable Friend has told us, 
has been caused by using impure lymph 
from other persons. I do not think there 
is any doubt about this. But these objec- 
tions, I think, will be entirely removed 
by the fact that glycerine has a destruc- 
tive effect, and will prevent the irritation 
which frequently causes erysipelas. 
In Scotland we are a_well-vaccinated 
people—we are a sensible people. Anti- 
vaccinators do not come up to Scotland. 
I remember at some of my meetings I 
was pursued by a paid agent of some 
society, who heckled me a little, but 
he got no satisfaction either from me 
or the meeting. I am bound to say 
this: that the system of house to house 
visitation is carried on very well now in 
Scotland, but I do not think it will work 
so well by this Bill. With regard to 
these domiciliary visits, my honourable 
Friend the Member for Northampton did 
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paint a picture which is, perhaps, 
coloured rather highly ; but still, if you 
wash out some of the colouring there 
will be little of the true picture left. 
He said that these visitations would not 
be well received. In Scotland vaccina- 
tion is all done by the family medical 
attendant. How much better that is. The 
family doctor simply comes to the house 
and says, “ Your child is not vaccinated. 
I have some very good calf lymph, which 
is free from syphilis; let me vaccinate 
the child.” He rarely meets with a 
refusal, because the parent is much more 
inclined to agree than if an _ utter 
stranger, whom he had never seen before, 
had entered the house, and metaphori- 
cally presenting a pistol at his head, 
said, “I have come to vaccinate your 
child.” I think if some form of private 
vaccination could be carried out it would 
be more effective. My honourable Friend 
the Member for Edinburgh thinks that 
public vaccination is much better than 
private vaccination, but the vaccination 
which satisfies the mother does not 
always satisfy the sanitarian. He wants 
three or four good marks to give the 
child protection. I really think that if 
you could arrange for a system of visiis 
by private practitioners, rather than by 
the public authorities, the results would be 
much more satisfactory. Without wish- 
ing to trespass any further upon the 
time of the House, I should like to refer 
tc a remark of my honourable Friend. 
He mentioned certain cases of revac- 
cination being carried out. I do not 
think that parents object very much to 
that. When I had the honour of filling 
the post of medical officer to Rugby 
School there were 500 boys there. An 
epidemic of small-pox came into the 
neighbourhood, and I revaccinated more 
than half the school. Every parent was 
asked and gave his consent. Irevac- 
cinated with great success, without caus- 
ing any inconvenience, and with some 
pecuniary advantage to myself, although 
I should have got a greater pecuniary 
advantage out of a good epidemic of 
small-pox. Just one other point. The 
Government do not want to go quite so 
far in this direction. Although the Bill 
is a small one, it is not a bad one as far 
as it goes. Perhaps it contains the germ 
from which better Bills will come in 
the future. I think it will prove bene 
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ficial in many directions, and I shall be 
very happy to give it my support. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : I had 
hoped that at least one voice, on some 
side of the House, would have been 
raised in favour of Clause 2, which I 
look upon as the most important clause 
of this Bill, because it contains the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, and yet no one has 
raised his voice in its favour. I cannot 
agree with my honourable Friend who 
has just sat down in the view which 
ke has taken of the results of the past 
Royal Commission. I endeavoured years 
ago to impress upon the Chairman of the 
Local Government Board the necessity 
as to reinvestigation into this question. 
J did that in connection with my honour- 
able Friend the Member for East Done- 
gal, and we then took a Division of the 
Committee upon a vaccination grant. At 
that time the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for Croydon was Chair- 
man of the Local Government Board, 
and he then stated on behalf of the 
Board that all the assertions that had 
been made regarding vaccination, and 
regarding certain evils which were sup- 
posed to come occasionally with it, were 
unfounded. He said he would not 
have either a Royal Commission or a 
Select Committee, because, in the first 
place, no one would serve, and, in the 
second place, no one would come forward 
to give evidence. At that time we made 
certain specific charges—if you like to 
vall them so—against vaccination. Can 
my honourable Friend who has just sat 
down say that these charges were un- 
founded? We had a Commission ap- 
pointed, and every one of those charges 
has been borne out by the Report of the 
Royal Commission, and I am astonish2d 
to hear my honourable Friend say that 
the verdict of the Commission left not 
a stain upon the character of vaccina- 
tion. What were the facts? I asserted 
that in my experience as a public vac- 
cinator I had seen symptoms caused by 
vaccination. I said I had seen several 
cases. That statement was denied, abso- 
lutely denied, on behalf of the Local 
Government Board, and the Local 
Government Board for two years after- 
wards sent out a form in which that 
denial was contained. What occurred 
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before the Royal Commission? 
a case two yéars afterwards - which 
occurred in Leeds. A lad had been vac- 
cinated, and syphilis occurred as a re- 
sult of that vaccination. That was the 
verdict of the coroner’s jury on the lad, 
who had died at the Leeds Hospital. 
My honourable Friend the Member for 
West Leeds asked a question in this 
House. The Local Government Board 
absolutely denied the fact, and sent down 
one of their medical officers. That 
medical officer reported, and we had his 
Report read to us in reply to the honour- 
able Member for West Leeds, that, in- 
stead of syphilis being communicated 
by vaccination, it was a case of heredi- 
tary syphilis. Fortunately, the Royal 
Commission was sitting, and that Royal 
Commission appointed Dr. Barwell to 
make a Report to them, and a very 
eminent Member also investigated this 
case. The evidence given before the 
Commission was quite clear, and it can 
be found in the Report of the Commis- 
sicn. The parents were examined, and 
there were no signs whatever of any 
syphilis in them, and both the medical 
men were of opinion that the views 
expressed by the surgeons in the hospital 
and the opinion expressed by the 
coroner’s jury gave the true facts of the 
case. Yet my honourable Friend says 
that vaccination left the Royal Commis- 
sion without a stain on its character. 
He knows very well that Dr. John 
Donaldson is one of the ablest men in the 
profession. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: I never 
doubted the fact of the occasional exis- 
tence of this disease, but I say that it 
is of extremely rare occurrence. 


790 
We had 


Dr. CLARK: I only want to assert 
that, so far from the statements made 
by the Local Government Board then 
being accurate, they have all been dis 
proved, and every assertion made by 
myself and the honourable Member act- 
ing with me in that Debate has been 
borne out by the Report of the Royal 
Commission. There have been cases of 
erysipelas following. Another assertion 
that we made was that vaccination often 
brought on other diseases which other- 
wise would remain stagnant. Of course, 
I know that vaccination is supposed to 

2K 





791 


cause lots of diseases that it has no 
effect upon; and vaccination, which has 
nothing to do with them, has all the 
blame thrown upon it. But I was taking 
absolute cases, and making absolute 
charges. I say that you have vaccina- 
tion causing specific diseases, such as 
syphilis and other diseases, that it pro- 
duces secondary results, such as erysipelas 
—and very bad erysipelas, too—and that 
very often it brought about a weakening 
of the child’s constitution, where it had 
a susceptibility to disease. All these 
charges have been absolutely proved by 
the Report of the Royal Commission, and 
now we have a Bill brought in to change 
the entire form. Let me say this: that, 
as far as I am concerned, I believe that 
vaccination does modify small-pox, and I 
am rather inclined to take the view at 
the present time of the agencies which 
caused the Chairman of that Commis- 
sion to take his present view. I read 
the able reply of my friend Dr. 
Collings, in the minority Report. 
Dr. Collings is a very strong advocate. 
I was talking to him only the other 
day, and he was then expressing views 
very strongly opposed to this present 
Bill. I believe that vaccination neces- 
sarily must modify small-pox, but I think 
the evidence given before the Royal Com- 
mission has shown that the first, the 
old view, the theory upon which this 
House voted £30,000 to Dr. Jenner, the 
theory which was held up to the time 
when we got this Royal Commission, 
must be given up. What is the history 
of this? Because, if we are going to pass 
the Second Reading of this Bill, we must 
understand something of our past legis- 
lation in regard to it. Looking at it 
from an historical standpoint, neither 
the medical profession nor this House, 
and especially the Local Government 
Board, have much cause to feel very 
strong, and to be very “cocky” about it. 
By the law of 1853 it is made an offence 
punishable with one month’s imprison- 
ment to do what the Royal College of 
Physicians and the Royal College of Sur— 
geons believed to be essentially the best 
method of dealing with this disease. Inocu- 
lation was then the officially recognised 
method. It was laid down that if a 
mild form of small-pox occurred, and 
that mild form was given to a healthy 
person, he was free from liability to it 
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afterwards. He took it under conditions 
which would not press very hard upon 
him, and the result was that inoculation 
prevailed, and was almost universal, like 
vaccination is at the present time. What 
was the result of that? The result was 
that you constantly had small-pox en- 
demic. You kept it alive, and now and 
then you had waves of epidemic arising 
from this endemic condition. A century 
ago small-pox attained the highest degree 
ot development it ever reached in this 
country, and the reason was because you 
constantly kept it there. At that time 
they began to give up inoculation, and 
then this discuvery was made by Dr. 
Jenner. What was his discovery! He 
inoculated a number of children with cow- 
pox, and then he afterwards tried to 
inoculate them with small-pox, and he 
found that after they had taken the cow- 
pox they could not take  small-pox. 
He came to the conclusion that the great 
bulk of the medical faculty thought that 
he had now discovered a perfect cure for 
the smallpox. I am speaking of what 
occurred in this House in the past. There 
is no man in this House now who would 
take the same view as was taken then, 
because of the present condition of 
things. We have had the law made com 
pulsory since 1853, and we are told that 
in consequence there was much less 
small-pox, and that that was due to vac- 
cination. It may be one of the effects, 
but I do not see it as my honourable 
Friend sees it, and I will tell you why. 
We have got the bills of mortality during 
the 18th century, and, whilst I readily 
admit that I do not think they 
are so accurate as the Returns of the 
Registrar General, still, we can glean 
from them what was the amount of the 
death rate from small-pox during that 
period. Since the last century—since vac- 
cination was discovered, and has been pus 
into practice—we have had two serious 
epidemics in this country, as a result of 
which there was a greater mortality than 
you have had at the worst time of the 
lastcentury. In the 1871 and 1873 epi 
demics the number of cases and the mor- 
tality was very much greater than it was 
in the 18th century epidemics. Now my 
honourable Friend spoke of the influence 
of vaccination and re-vaccination in Ger- 
many, and also in our Army. Now, [have 
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been reading a very able pamphlet by 
Dr. Russell Worrold, who is a very able 
naturalist. He was the first man in this 
country to propound the theory of evolu- 
tion, not that he was the author of it, as 
Dr. Darwin’s book was in the hands of 
Dr. Hooker when Dr. Russell Worrold 
first sent home his paper on the theory 
of evolution. Dr. Darwin’s book came out 
soon after. Dr. Russell Worrold is one 
of the ablest naturalists that we have, and 
he examined this question from the 
standpoint of the decision of the Royal 
Commission, and I should like to hear 
some reply, not from the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but from some one who has 
a greater technical knowledge of the sub- 
ject than that genileman. He gives, from 
1864 to 1894—30 years—the Returns 
with regard to the Army and Navy. The 
Army small-pox death rate during those 
30 years was 58 per million, and in the 
Navy 90 per million. Then he took Ireland 
—a badly vaccinated country—and found 
that the average was 15 and 45 per 
million. I say Ireland is badly vacci- 
neted, because, although the towns are 
fairly well vaccinated, the country dis- 
tricts are not. So that, taking the whole 
of Ireland, you have 65 per million, 
whilst you have 90 per million in the 
Navy and 58 per million in the Army. 
So that you have 90 and 58 per million 
of picked lives, and in Ireland over the 
whole country you have only 65 _ per 
million. He also gives the Army and 
Navy against the towns. From 1873 to 
1894 the death rate in the Army was 37 
per million, and the Navy 6.8, taking the 
same ages, and in Leicester it was only 
14.4. Now I must say, if these statistics 
are accurate—and they are accurate so 
far as Dr. Worrold is concerned—unless 
some explanation be given I must 
moderate my view with regard to the pro- 
tection of vaccination and re-vaccination. 
My honourable Friend says that the 
Royal Commission was illogical. I think 
it was perfectly logical; the only argu- 
ment which they could use was that 
infant mortality had lessened ; but when 
they had got thus far there was a modi- 
fication. They found that at about the age 
of ten years vaccination ceased to have 
any effect, and that, therefore, if you are 
to have vaccination you must of neces- 
sity have re-vaccination, which, in my 
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opinion, was a very logical and rational 
conclusion to come to. There are two 
views taken, and one of the things which 
has prejudiced me is, in my opinicn, the 
stupid arguments on both sides of the 
House on this Debate. They have not 
taken into consideration the effect of 
sanitation, but they depended on vaccina- 
tion, and vaccination has been a broken 
reed. What was the result of the inquiry 
in Engiand, published in 1879 and 1880? I 
will read it to my honourable Friend. It 
is page 142 of the Report of the Com- 
mission which sat to inquire into the 
Sanitary Measures (india), and it says— 


“The vaccinations’ returns throughout India 
show the same fact, that the number of vacci- 
nations does not necessarily bear a ratio to the 
small-pox deaths. Small-pox in India is re- 
lated to season, and also to epidemic preva- 
lence. It is not a disease, therefore, that can 
be controlled by vaccination in the sense that 
vaccination is a specific against it. As an 
endemic end epidemic disease it must be dealt 
with by sanitary measures, and if these are 
neglected smail-pox is certain to increase 
during epidemic times.” 
Now, I think that is a most sensible 
course, and a most sensible Report, and 
it is the result cf experience in India and 
of our experience here. Now, it is per- 
fectly true that small-pox has lessened, 
but anun.ber of other fevers have lessened 
still more. Typhus has lessened enor- 
mously, but it can hardly be said that 
it has been lessened by vaccination. On 
the contrary, the honourable Member for 
Deptford, in his argument, said he was 
a guardian for Mile End, and that seven 
years ago tho guardians of Mile End 
determined to stop compulsory vaccina- 
tion, and in the first year they had 80 
cases in 142 days, and next year they 
had 42 cases in two days, and no deaths, 
and hence the argument that if you stop 
raccination you step small-pox. But you 
may, in some years, have epidemics of 
small-pox, you know. There have been 
cases of a very serious epidemic when 
you have the disease virulent in vacci- 
nated towns and unvaccinatied towns, as 
was the case in 1873, 1884, 1895, and 
1896. ‘beke that well-known, well-vacci- 
nated town of Sheffield, one of the best 
vaccinated towns in the country, and then 
the vadiy—the still notoriously badly— 
vaccinated town of Leicester. Look at 
what a plague small-pox was in Sheffie??. 


2K 2 





795 


and how easily they put it down anc 
stamped it out in Leicester. Leicester 
went in for anti-vaccination, but, at the 
same time, it also went in for improved 
sanitation and for isolation, so that when 
the epidemic broke out there the case 
was sent away at once, and the result was 
that practically the disease had very 
little cfiect. Now, I do not know what 
views will be brought forward from the 
other side when we come to discuss the 
second ciause of the Bill—the most im- 
portant in the whole Bill, in my opinion. 
I am not going to discuss vaccination 
upon scientific principles. This is not 
the place to do it; but we want to get 
at the lines the present Bill is drafted 
on, and why you refuse to carry out the 
Report cf the Commission. My honour- 
able Friend who has spoken to-night has 
asked for a modification of Clause 2 upon 
the lines of the Commission, and I think 
it is perfectly clear that if you do not 
carry out the suggestion of vaccination 
and re-vaccination it is absolutely use- 
less. I think if you take the view that 
vaccination is necessary, then re-vaccina- 
tion is equally necessary, and the whole 
system should be carried out thoroughly 
and completely if you want any protec- 
tion at all. You use the argument that 
it you do not vaccinate, the child who is 
not vaccinated may be a source of danger 
to the community, but then, for the same 
reason, a person who has lost the effect 
of vaccine also becomes as great a source, 
and if a parent has a conscientious objec- 
tion why should you thrust this medical 
dogma down his throat. Vaccination has 
come through the ordeal without a stain 
upon its character, but all the methods 
ad6pted hitherto will have to be given 
up. We are going to have a new method 
adopted now, not really a new one, it 
is practically an old one; and I put the 
question to the President of the Local 
Government Board. I put some questions 
to him, and got the usual kind of reply, 
which we have received to nearly all the 
questions we bring before him—abso- 
lutely inaccurate replies. Tasked him 
whether it was the case that the Madras 
reports had shawn that they had been 
using this glycerinated lymph, and that 
in 7,000 cases they had found it to be 
detrimental to the persons vaccinated. I 
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I asked why the Sanitary Commissionerg 
of Bengal had stopped using glycerinate) 
lymph in Calcutta and Dargeeling, and 
whether they had not stopped its use 
because they found that it very soon 
deteriorated, and that the lymph sent out 
to them for use had become such a source 
of danger that they had been compelled 
to give it up. In the next case, I asked 
whether the medical advisers to the 
Local Government Board did not hold 
the same views. Why did I not get a 
reply? What are the facts? There was 
a case where 79 persons were vaccinated 
with this glycerinated lymph, and the 
whole 79 took disease. Sir George Barker 
said 1t was all owing to the state of the 
lymph, and was entirely caused by the 
glycerine being mixed with it. He said— 


“T trust that in this country we shall never 
have a case of this kind, because we shall not 
use such rubbish.” 


The right honourabie Gentleman is 
ignorant of the opinion of his own medi- 
cal adviser. It seems to me that the 
trend vi opinion is against this presen’ 
system, and that it ought to be modified. 
Like the Commission, I have come to the 
conclusion that the modification is lessen- 
ing eveiy year, and if the statistics which 
I have quoted are correct, I am afraid it 
will have to be still further modified. I 
think the true method to be adopted is 
the method which the people of Leicester 
have been pursuing—to carry out perfect 
sanitation, and then, if you have an epi- 
demic, isolate the infected persons. Then, 
if a person becomes a source of danger 
you have a right to isolate him, and 80 
prevent the spread of the disease. I think 
that is the line we ought to adopt in the 
future. 


Mr. T. P. O°CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot 
land): I have listened to the speech of 
my honourable Friend, and I must say 
I am as much in the dark at the end as 
tc what he himself thinks as at the 
beginning, for he posed as an ardent vac- 
cinator, and then as an anti-vaccinator. 
I cannot understand how any human 
being, with ordinary common-sense and 
eyesight, can have any doubt upon the 
question, or require statistics to show 
that vaccination has done infinite ser 
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vice. When I was a boy in Ireland, one 
out of every four or five children was 
badly pitted with small-pox. Now, one 
cannot see one in every hundred 
so pitted. I suppose that must be 
the experience of every Member of this 
House. Take up the literature of the 
country, which is very often a good 
guide as to the social and other con- 
ditions of society, and you will find in 
the middle of the century that people in 
the higher classes were constantly men- 
tioned as having been aftlicted with 
small-pox. You never hear of that now. 
Take the statistics as quoted by the 
honourable Member for the Ilkeston Divi- 
sion, and which have never been con- 
tested seriously. An examination was 
made of 53,000 children in the schools 
in London, and it was found that of 
the children who were unvaccinated 360 
cut of every 1,000 were pitted with small- 
pox, and of those who were vaccinated 
only two in every 1,000. How are you 
to get over figures like these? Other 
figures show that in England. generally 
one died for every 20 before vaccination, 
in Scotland one in every 25, in Sweden 


one for 12, and in Copenhagen one in 
every 24, and we are asked to go back 
to the time when this hideous holocaust 
of life took place every year, in order 
to preserve what was called “the liberty 
of the subject,” liberty to spread pesti- 


lence and disease all around one. Now, 
Sir, I take another case. My honourable 
Friend who preceded me talked about 
the amount of disease that was brought 
about by vaccination, and there was one 
case of this disease which it was said 
had been communicated in that way, 
but you have only to talk common-sense 
in order to get a large number of people 
to believe you. In the first place, I 
do not think these observations about 
syphilis do apply to this Bill, which 
says that vaccination should take place 
from the lymph from a calf, and how 
could a calf communicate this loathsome 
discase? Look at the Report of the 
Royal Commission. Even under the old 
form of vaccination, in five years 299 
deaths were attributed to vaccination, 
and of these deaths five were attributed 
to syphilis. Why, you would think it 
was something appalling! During those 
five years six or seven hundred 
thousand children were vaccinated 
every year, so that thee were 
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three millions and 
in the five years. These figures speak 
for themselves. I hope the Government 
will stand to their guns, and especially 
that they will not yield to the menace 
by which they have been threatened. 
An honourable Member on this side of 
the House said that, from a Party view, 
the Measure should be opposed. I am 
clad he was not alone in making that 
threat, because some similar threat was 
made from the Ministerial side. I hope 
no Government will ever pay attention 
to menaces of that kind. It is a matter 
which, in the opinion of reasonable men, 
irrespective of Party or political feeling, 
involves the deepest and _ highest 
interests of the community, and any 
Government which would p.ace Party or 
political interest in front of the interest 
of the community in this respect [ think 
is a Government which should be thrown. 
from office by the joint votes of all 
honest and respectable men. 


*Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
Russet, Tyrone, S.): Mr. Speaker, the 
Bill which is now under discussion has 
been assailed by the opponents of vacci- 
nation because it does not abolish com- 
pulsion, whilst the supporters of vacci- 
nation have offered it a modified opposi- 
tion because, as they put it, Clause 2 
opens a door of escape. 
opinion, the Bill was rightly described 
by the honourable Baronet the Member 
for Ipswich, who said it sought to make 
vaccination more acceptable to the masses 
of the people and to remove any danger 
which may have existed in the past. I 
think that was a proper description of 
the Bill. What is the problem which it 
is designed to meet? The Government do 
not propose to argue the question of vacci- 
nation. That they are content to take as 
settled—settled by facts and figures at 
home and abroad ; settled by the weight 
of medical authority, and settled by the 
most conclusive Report of the Royal 
Commission. What the Government have 
had to deal with is a disinclination upon 
the part of a considerable section of the 
people to comply with the law, arising in 
some cases most assuredly from con- 
scientious objections, and due, secondly, 
to ignorance and largely to indifference. 
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and how easily they put it down and 
stamped it out in Leicester. Leicester 
went in for anti-vaccination, but, at the 
same time, it also went in for improved 
sanitation and for isolation, so that when 
the epidemic broke out there the case 
Was sent away at once, and the result was 
that practically the disease had very 
little cfiect. Now, I do not know what 
views will be brought forward from the 
other side when we come to discuss the 
second clause of the Bill—the most im- 
portant in the whole Bill, in my opinion. 
I am not going to discuss vaccination 
upon scientific principles. This is not 
the place to do it; but we want to get 
at the lines the present Bill is drafted 
on, and why you refuse to carry out the 
Report of the Commission. My honour- 
able frend who has spoken to-night has 
asked for a modification of Clause 2 upon 
the lines of the Commission, and I think 
it is perfectly clear that if you do not 
carry out the suggestion of vaccination 
and re-vaccination it is absolutely use- 
less. I think if you take the view that 
vaccination is necessary, then re-vaccina- 
tion 1s equally necessary, and the whole 
system should be carried out thoroughly 
and completely if you want any protec- 
tion at all. You use the argument that 
it you do not vaccinate, the child who is 
not vaccinated may be a source of danger 
to the community, but then, for the same 
reason, a person who has lost the effect 
of vaccine also becomes as great a source, 
and if a parent has a conscientious objec- 
tion why should you thrust this medical 
dogma down his throat. Vaccination has 
come through the ordeal without a stain 
upon its character, but all the methods 
ad6pted hitherto will have to be given 
up. We are going to have a new method 
adopted now, not really a new one, it 
is practically an old one; and I put the 
question to the President of the Local 
Government Board. I put some questions 
to him, and got the usual kind of reply, 
which we have received to nearly all the 
questions we bring before him—abso- 
lutely inaccurate replies. TIasked him 
whether it was the case that the Madras 
reports had shown that they had been 
using this glycerinated lymph, and that 
in 7,000 cases they had found it to be 
detrimental to the persons vaccinated. I 
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asked a much more important question. 
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I asked why the Sanitary Commissioner3 
of Bengal had stopped using glycerinated 
lymph in Calcutta and Dargeeling, and 
whether they had not stopped its use 
because they found that it very soon 
deteriorated, and that the lymph sent out 
to them for use had become such a source 
of danger that they had been compelled 
to give it up. In the next case, I asked 
whether the medical advisers to the 
Local Government Board did not hold 
the same views. Why did I not get a 
reply? What are the facts? There was 
a case where 79 persons were vaccinated 
with this glycerinated lymph, and the 
whole 79 took disease. Sir George Barker 
said 1t was all owing to the state of the 
lymph, and was entirely caused by the 
glycerine being mixed with it. He said— 

“T trust that in this country we shall never 


have a case of this kind, because we shall not 
use such rubbish.” 


The right honourable Gentleman is 
ignorant of the opinion of his own medi- 
cal adviser. It seems to me that the 
trend vf opinion is against this present 
system, and that it ought to be modified. 
Like the Commission, I have come to the 
conclusion that the modification is lessen- 
ing eveiy year, and if the statistics which 
I have quoted are correct, I am afraid it 
will have to be still further modified. I 
think the true method to be adopted is 
the method which the people of Leicester 
have been pursuing—to carry out perfect 
sanitation, and then, if you have an epi- 
demic, isolate the infected persons. Then, 
if a person becomes a source of danger 
you nave a right to isolate him, and so 
prevent the spread of the disease. I think 
that is the line we ought to adopt in the 
future. 


Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot 
land): I have listened to the speech of 
my honourable Friend, and I must say 
I am as much in the dark at the end as 
to what he himself thinks as at the 
beginning, for he posed as an ardent vac- 
cinator, and then as an anti-vaccinator. 
I cannot understand how any human 
being, with ordinary common-sense and 
eyesight, can have any doubt upon the 
question, or require statistics to show 
that vaccination has done infinite ser- 
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vice. When I was a boy in Ireland, one 
out of every four or five children was 
badly pitted with small-pox. Now, one 
cannot see one in every hundred 
so pitted. I suppose that must be 
the experience of every Member of this 
House. Take up the literature of the 
country, which is very often a good 
guide as to the social and other con- 
ditions of society, and you will find in 
the middle of the century that people in 
the higher classes were constantly men- 
tioned as having been afticted with 
small-pox. You never hear of that now. 
Take the statistics as quoted by the 
honourable Member for the Ilkeston Divi- 
sion, and which have never been con- 
tested seriously. An examination was 
made of 53,000 children in the schools 
in London, and it was found that of 
the children who were unvaccinated 360 
cut of every 1,000 were pitted with small- 
pox, and of those who were vaccinated 
only two in every 1,000. How are you 
to get over figures like these? Other 
figures show that in England. generally 
one died for every 20 before vaccination, 
in Scotland one in every 25, in Sweden 
one for 12, and in Copenhagen one in 
every 24, and we are asked to go back 
to the time when this hideous holocaust 
of life took place every year, in order 
to preserve what was called “the liberty 
of the subject,” liberty to spread _pesti- 
lence and disease all around one. Now, 
Sir, I take another case. My honourable 
Friend who preceded me talked about 
the amount of disease that was brought 
about by vaccination, and there was one 
case of this disease which it was said 
had been communicated in that way, 
but you have only to talk common-sense 
in order to get a large number of people 
to believe you. In the first place, I 
do not think these observations about 
syphilis do apply to this Bill, which 
says that vaccination should take place 
from the lymph from a calf, and how 
could a calf communicate this loathsome 
disease? Look at the Report of the 
Royal Commission. Even under the old 
form of vaccination, in five years 299 
deaths were attributed to vaccination, 
and of these deaths five were attributed 
to syphilis. Why, you would think it 
was something appalling! During those 
five years six or seven hundred 
thousand children were vaccinated 
every year, so that there were 
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three millions and a half vaccinated 
in the five years. These figures speak 
for themselves. I hope the Government 
will stand to their guns, and especially 
that they will not yield to the menace 
by which they have been threatened. 
An honourable Member on this side of 
the House said that, from a Party view, 
the Measure should be opposed. I am 
clad he was not alone in making that 
threat, because some similar threat was 
made from the Ministerial side. I hope 
no Government will ever pay attention 
to menaces of that kind. It is a matter 
which, in the opinion of reasonable men, 
irrespective of Party or political feeling, 
involves the deepest and _ highest 
interests of the community, and any 
Government which would p:ace Party or 
political interest in front of the interest 
of the community in this respect [ think 
is a Government which should be thrown. 
from office by the joint votes of all 
honest and respectable men. 


*Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RvusseLt, Tyrone, S.): Mr. Speaker, the 
Bill which is now under discussion has 
been assailed by the opponents of vacci- 
nation because it does not abolish com- 
pulsion, whilst the supporters of vacci- 
nation have offered it a modified opposi- 
tion because, as they put it, Clause 2 
opens a door of escape. Now, in my 
opinion, the Bill was rightly described 
by the honourable Baronet the Member 
for Ipswich, who said it sought to make 
vaccination more acceptable to the masses 
of the people and to remove any danger 
which may have existed in the past. I 
think that was a proper description of 
the Bill. What is the problem which it 
is designed to meet? The Government do 
not propose to argue the question of vacci- 
nation. That they are content to take as 
settled—settled by facts and figures at 
home and abroad ; settled by the weight 
of medical authority, and settled by the 
most conclusive Report of the Royal 
Commission. What the Government have 
had to deal with is a disinclination upon 
the part of a considerable section of the 
people to comply with the law, arising in 
some cases most assuredly from con- 
scientious objections, and due, secondly, 
to ignorance and largely to indifference. 
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Now, where the conscientious objector 
refuses to have his child vaccinated on 
the ground of possible injury to the child 
—and I admit what was stated a few 
minutes ago by one speaker that, 
although it was a question ten or twelve 
years ago, it is now admitted that serious 
objection has arisen in a very small 
number of cases-—I say that when that 
objection arises we hold that the new 
lymph ought to remove that objection ; 
and where the objection arises from 
ignorance and indifference the visit of the 
public vaccinatar to the home will, at all 
events, tend to get rid of that difficulty. 
Now, Sir, passing from the case for the 
Bill, let me say a word or two upon some 
of the objections which have been raised 
in the course of this Debate; and, 
although the Debate has spread over 
almost the entire evening, I must say 
that most of the objections were most 
admirably condensed in the speech of the 
honourable Gentleman the Member 
for Leicester, who cpened the Debate. 
Now my honourable Friend put this 2s 
@ question to the Government: Why 
ought the borough of Leicester to be 
coerced into a system which they be- 
May I answer that 


lieve to be wrong! 
question in the Irish fashion by asking 


another! Why ought the borough of 
Leicester to claim the right to set aside 
the decision of Parliament? Because 
that in the end is what it comes to. Now, 
Sir, Leicester claims that right, and let 
us see the effect. A couple of years ago 
there was « most serious epidemic of 
small-pox in Gloucester. Gloucester was 
to a large extent an unvaccinated city, 
and the House will be able to appraise 
the strength of the conscientious ebjec- 
tion there when I tell them this fact, 
that whenever the small-pox had got a 
good grip of the population, that same 
population which had this conscientious 
objection to vaccination trooped in its 
thousands to the public vaccination 
stations. 


Dr. CLARK: Is it not the fact that 
it was because several prominent and 
other clubs refused to pay any sick pay 
unless the members were vaccinated? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I am aware that 
some prominent anti-vaccinators were 
vaccinated. Now let us see how this 
operates. This city had claimed a right 


Mr. 7. W. Russell. 
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to set aside the vaccination law, and 
was visited by this epidemic. Just see 
what danger there was of spreading the 
disease all round about. Why, when the 
epidemic was at its height a deputation 
from the neighbouring town of Chelten. 
ham waited upon the Local Government 
Board. What was their case! I myself re- 
ceived the deputation, as my right honour. 
able Friend was unable to be present. 
What was their case! They said, Here we 
are a town within seven miles of Glouces- 
ter, a town largely dependent upon th 
educational establishments which we 
have, and we are in special danger 
from this epidemic in Gloucester. 
All intercourse with Gloucester has been 
stopped, for Gloucester, by its neglect, 
had actually imperilled Cheltenham and 
every other town in the neighbourhood. 
Well, I say no town has a right to do 
that—a town has no right to set aside 
the decision of Parliament and spread 
the danger of disease to neighbouring 
communities. Very well. Now, my 
honourable Friend put another question, 
which was repeated in various forms 
afterwards by other honourable Members, 
but he put it very straight. He objected 
to the Local Government Board giving 
instructions to vaccinating officers to 
carry out prosecutions. He said boards 
of guardians in many places had refused 
to carry out these prosecutions, and he 
objected to the Local Government Board 
giving instruction to vaccinating officers 
to prosecute in such cases. The honour- 
able Member for Northampton pressed 
the same objection. Now here again 
the question arises: ought any board 
of guardians, or ought any number 
of boards of guardians, to be at liberty 
of their own will to set aside the decision 
of Parliament! I say that Parliament 
ought to be supreme in these matters. 
Parliament has to take a view of the 
whole country ; boards of guardians take 
merely a local view; and I maintain that 
no board of guardians has any right to 
set aside upon any question the decision 
of Parliament. If they object, let them 
alter that decision if they can, but until 
it is altered, and while the law remains, 
boards of guardians elected to administer 
the law have no right to set it aside. 
Now I should have thought—I may be 
entirely wrong, but I confess I shoul] 
have thought—that many boards of 
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guardians would have welcomed the 
intervention of the vaccination officers 
as freeing them from what they consider 
a disagreeable duty. But, setting that 
aside, the honourable Member for North- 
ampton asked this question plainly: Do 
the Local Government Board claim the 
power te initiate prosecutions! That was 
his first question. The Local Govern- 
ment Beard claims no such power. 
The honourable Member then asked: 
Is it in the power of the Local 
Government Board to require the 
vaccinating officer to take proceedings! 
We have been advised that it is within 
the power of the Local Government 
Board, and in the view of the Board it 
is their duty, to require these officers to 
t» act: but there is nothing about it in 
this Bill. This Bill does not touch that 
question at all. Whatever powers may 
be exercised in that direction. must be 
exercised under Acts now on the Statute 
Book, and not under this Bill at all. All 
I have to say on behalf of the “Local 
Government Board is this, that if it be 
their duty to require these officers to 
enforce the law, and to conduct prosecu- 
tions, they will not shrink from doing 
what is their duty in carrying out the 
Jaw. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Do I understand 
the honourable Gentleman to say that 
the Local Government Board will take 
that course, whether this Bill passes or 
not! 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: What I am 
saying is that this Bill has nothing to 
do with those powers. Those powers, 
whatever do not spring 
from this Bill, they spring from Acts 
existence, and the Local 
will whatever 
steps they may decide it is their duty to 
take out the will of 
Parliament in this as in every other 
matter. 


they are, 


already in 
Government Board take 


in carrying 
Now, Sir, I come to the speech 
of the honourable Baronet the Member 
for Ipswich and the question of Clause 2 
dealing with repeated penalties. Now, 
may I put it to the House | 
this way! Why has the Government 
inserted that clause in this Bill? I am 
told it is illogical. The honourable 
Member for Northampton spoke of logic 


in 
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as if that were the only consideration 
which this House ever paid any attention 
to. Why, Sir, I take some consolation 
when I remember a speech delivered at 
that box opposite by Mr. Disraeli once 
when he was in Opposition. Someone 


had been talking that night, just as the 
honourable Member has done, about logic, 
and Mr. Disraeli got up and said— 


“T beg to inform the honourable Member 
that this country is not governed by logic; i 
is governed by Parliament.” 


Now, this clause may be logical or 
illogical, but itis necessary that it should 
be inserted in this Bill. Let us see the 
reasons that exist for its insertion. 
First of all, a Select Committee of this 
House recommended that cumulative 
penalties should be abolished, and on the 
strength of that recommendation the 
Local Government Board issued a 
circular, which is known as the Evesham 
circular, which practically left it largely 
in‘the discretion of boards of guardians 
to institute repeated prosecutions or not. 
Then we come to the Royal Commission. 
The Royal Commission also recommended 
the abolition of these repeated penalties. 
Now I say that is strong authority for 
the Government to stand behind—the 
Report of a Select Committee and the 
Report of a Royal Commission, But 
there is another reason, and I think an 
overwhelming reason, for the abolition 
or repeated penalties. If repeated penal- 
ties had secured the vaccination of the 
child, it might be the duty of the 
Government to stand by them; but 
repeated penalties have not secured the 
vaccination of the child, while they have 
secured martyrdom in the case of certain 
mistaken individuals. These are the 
reasons which have influenced | the 
Government in abolishing these repeated 
end cumulative penalties. Now, my 
honourable Friend has stated that if we 
had been logical we should have insisted 
upon re-vaccination. At all events, the 
Royal Commission have not insisted upon 
it, and where they are not free to tread 
ve may, I think, be excused from going 
too far upon the road. The honourable 
Member also said that in one recommen- 
dation of the Royal Commission a 
statutory declaration was proposed in 
relief of the conscientious objector. Now, 
our case is that the conscientious 
objector will be largely provided for ; 
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first, when he finds that no danger can 
result in the operation of vaccination to 
his child; and secondly, he will be 
relieved to some extent, at all events, 
from the action of repeated penalties. I 
can hardly understand those Members 
who are opposed to vaccination so 
strongly objecting to this clause, because 
those honourable Members have been 
constantly pressing upon the Local 
Government Board the necessity for 
giving some relief in this direction, and 
for adopting the Report of the Select 
Committee. Well, now I come to the 
speech of the honourable Member for 
Northamptonshire. He said that the 
Government would be forced to admit by 
and by that compulsion was dead; and 
whv? Because 127 boards of guardians 
had refused to put the law into operation. 
Yes, but there are 650 boards of guar- 
dians in this country, and a large number 
of the 127 boards who have acted in 
the way stated by the honourable 
Member have done so avowedly be- 
cause they were waiting for the 
Report of the Royal Commission. Now, 


the honourable Member for Northampton 
also made rather merry over the questicn 


of lymph, and he asked a great number 
of questions upon it. He quoted, | 
think, from the Report of the Tuber- 
culosis Commission, to show that disease 
might be communicated to children 
through lymph taken from diseased 
animals. That argument has been used 
by other Members. Let me _ relieve 
honourable Members’ minds upon that 
point. I think it would be next to im- 
possible to communicate any disease in 
that way. Every animal will be examined 
with a view to discovering whether it is 
diseased or not, and if it is found to be 
diseased it will be destroyed. Lymph 
will be used only from animals which are 
found to be perfectly free from disease 
after examination. Now, what has 
been one of the main cries of the 
anti-vaccinationists in this country! 
One of their main cries has been that 
syphilis is communicated by vaccination. 
That will be impossible in the future, for 
the great recommendation of the new 
lymph is that the glycerine destroys any 
organism that may possibly exist in it, 
while it absolutely adds to the efficacy 
of the lymph itself. I think these facts 
ought to go a long way to satisfy even 
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those who are conscientiously opposed to 
vaccination on these grounds. Now, Sir, 
I do not know that it is necessary to say 
more. I have dealt with the main argu- 
ments that have been advanced by the 
opponents of the Bill to-night, and I 
think, after the two days’ discussion that 
we have had—a lengthened and a full 
discussion—we may now be permitted to 
take the Second Reading of the Bill. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, Spen 
Valley): I venture to suggest that we 
have no right to enforce a law of this 
kind unless we are perfectly sure that the 
protection will be complete, and also that 
we have no right to compel vaccination 
unless we are going to secure it in every 
person who is likely to be dangerous to 
the community. Neither of those condi- 
tions is secured by this Bill. We have 
had a great deal of medical authority 
quoted to us. I suppose we would all 
pay a great deal of attention to medical 
authority, but when it comes to the ques 
tion of compulsion by fine, and it may 
be by imprisonment, we want some- 
thing a little more impressive than medi- 
cal authority. It was medical authority 
that pressed the practice of inoculation 
on the people of this country. The hon- 
ourable Member for the Scotland Divi- 
sion of Liverpool in a very dramatic 
manner, recited how, in his early days, 
he had seen one out of every four or five 
persons pitted with small-pox. Does he 
remember that that was the result of 
what was done when inoculation with 
small-pox was practically universally 
carried out? Yes; the medical profes 
sion inoculated the people of this coun- 
try, they spread small-pox far and wide, 
and at last it had to be made penal by 
an Act of Parliament to carry out the 
very operation which the medical profes- 
sion recommended should be carried out ; 
and the cessation of the practice 
of inoculation was sufficient to ac 
count, in large measure, for the 
disappearance of small-pox. Do honour- 
able Gentlemen nrean to suggest that 
if you inoculate with small-pox you 
will not, of necessity, have a great many 
people marked with small-pox! Then 
my argument is that if you cease to 
' : necessarily materially 
diminish the number of people so marked. 


inoculate you 
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As a matter of fact, vaccination does not 
sufficiently protect, and the statistics 
proveit. In Sheffield 88 per cent. of the 
persons who took small-pox were vacci- 
nated; in Warrington &9 per cent. of 
those who took the disease were vacci- 
nated ; in Leicester 57 per cent. of those 
who took it were vaccinated; in Dews- 
bury 64 per cent. of those who took it 
were vaccinated. These are figures taken 
from the statistics presented by the Royai 
Commission. In Sheffield 94 per cent. 
of the cases died ; in Warrington 94 per 
cent. died ; but in Leicester, which is not 
a well-vaccinated town, the death rate 
was under 6 per cent. Sir, there is a 
great deal of doubt about the statiscies 
furnished by the medical profession. One 
significant feature of this Debate was the 
speech of the honourable Member for the 
Ilkeston Division of Derbyshire, when he 
said that members of the medical profes. 
sion, to which he himself belongs, do not 
properly vaccinate, that they deliberately 
vaccinate inefficiently. He charged his 


brethren in the profession with delibe- 
rately vaccinating inefficiently in order 
to please the perents. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: The honour- 
able Member is misrepresenting me 
grossly. I said, and I still assert, that 
some medical men do not vaccinate 
properly. That I am prepared to prove 
to the satisfaction of the House and the 
honourable Member. I am not prepared 
to allow him to say that I made a general 
charge against the profession. 

*Mr. WHITTAKER: I did not say that 
the honourable Member made a general 
charge. I said he had stated that medi- 
cal men did vaccinate inefficiently, and 
he hasadmitted that. He said there were 
hundreds of cases in Birmingham where 
this was done, and he gave as his reason 
for making that statement that those 
were the children, who passed as vacei- 
nated children, who took the small-pox. 
If we have medical men who will fail in 
their duty in such a respect, whe will 
deceive the Government and the public 
by reporting that children have been effi- 
ciently vaccinated when they know that 
they have not been efficiently vac sinated, 
what reliance can we place on the statis- 
tics furnished by them? With reference 
to cases of disease transmitted by vaccina- 
tion, it is with the utmost difficulty that 
you can get medical men or the Local 
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Government Board to admit that such 
cases have occurred. Reference has been 
made to the Leeds case. In order to 
explain the undoubted fact that a horrible 
disease had been conveyed by vaccination, 
the Local Government Board slandered 
the parent by suggesting that he himself 
had had that disease. That was 
proved to be grossly untrue. Is 
was proved beyond all doubt that the 
disease was transmitted by vaccination. 
Yes, rather than admit that, they did not 
stop from slandering the parent, without 
the slightest evidence whatever. Then, 
further, I say you have no right to com- 
pel an operation of this kind unless it 
be for the protection of the community. 
It is not sufficient that vaccination should 
make the attack milder if small-pox be 
taken, because it is admitted by the 
medical profession that a mild attack in 
one case may transmit a very severe and 
virulent attack to another person. But 
further, if vaccination be a sufficient pro- 
tection, then the person in danger can 
protect himself against that danger, and 
he has no right to demand that another 
person should be vaccinated in order to 
protect him. No one has a right to 
demand that I shall be vaccinated, lest 
I communicate small-pox to him, if he 
believes that vaccination will be a pro- 
tection, because he can vaccinate himself 
and protect himself against the danger ; 
and he has no right to demand that an 
operation should be inflicted upon me in 
order to protect him if there are means 
available by which he can protect himself. 
That is an answer to the nurses’ argu- 
ment. If it be true that the 
nurses are protected by re-vaccina- 
tion, it is clearly open to any person 
to protect himself by having himself 
veccinated, and he has no right to 
aemand that others should be vaccinated. 
Put does not the mere fact that they 
demand that others should be vaccinated 
show that they themselves do not believe 
in it? Reference was made by one hon- 
curable Member to the case of Chelten- 
ham and Gloucester. Cheltenham de- 
manded protection against Gloucester. If 
Cheltenham believed that vaccination 
would be a protection, Cheltenham could 
have vaccinated itself, and it had no right 
to demand that Gloucester should vacci- 
nate in order to protect Cheltenham. 
Further than that, if you vaccinate 
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in order to protect the community, 
you ought to vaccinate all susceptible 
persons—all persons who are likely 
to spread small-pox. What I would 
suggest is that the Local Govern- 
ment Board should have the cour- 
age of their convictions. If vaccination 
is a protection against this terrible 
disease, then they ought to insist upon 
re-vaccination. They ought to insist that 
every person who is liable to spread this 
disease should be vaccinated and re-vacci- 
nated when necessary. It is their duty 
to do that. If they know that that is a 
protection, and the only protection, and 
they fail to bring a Bill into this 
House to enforce that protection, 
they are neglecting their duty. If it is 
not a protection, they have no right to 
enforce it cnly on those who cannot 
afford to pay. I[ venture to say that this 
Bill is absurd ; it is unjust, it is ridicu- 
lous. It justifies the contention that 
the Local Government Board is anything 
but clear in its own mind upon this 
matter. If vaccination is necessary for 
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protection from small-pox, even the con- 
scientious objector ought not to be 
allowed to escape from vaccination by 


the payment of one fine. or two fines. 
If vaccination is not necessary, then I 
say the infliction of a fine is persecution, 
and is utterly indefensible. If the Local 
Government Board mean to give up com- 
pulsion as impracticable—which is really 
what this Bill comes to—let them give 
it up frankly and entirely, and rely upon 
persuasion. If they offered to pay medi- 
cal men something for every person 
vaccinated, whether in the course of 
their private practice, or at public institu- 
tions, I venture to say that that would 
lead to a greater extension of vaccination 
than will the provisions of this Bill. 
There is a very old saying that you will 
catch many more flies with treacle than 
with vinegar. No one, except the honour- 
able Member fer the Scotland Division, 
has given a whole-hearted support to 
this Bill. It is a Bill that is too ridicu- 
lous to satisfy anyone ; it does not satisfy 
the medical profession, and it will not re- 
move the opposition to vaccination. I¢ will 
aggravate rather than allay that opposi- 
tion ; evasion of the law will be encour- 
aged, and the result will be that you 
will get fewer persons vaccinated than 
ever. 


Mr. Whittaker. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): I do not 
pretend to be an expert in this matter, 
or competent to take part in the dis 
cussion on its technical side, but I should 
like to ask the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board this question: the 


| Bill provides that the Local Government 


Board shall have the power of making 
“rules and regulations with respect to 
public vaccinators,” and then it goes 
on, “and any rules or regulations made 
by the Board with respect to vaccina- 
tion.” I want to ask why the word 
“vaccinators” is not used in the last 
case instead of “vaccination”? Under 
these words it would be competent for 
the Local Government Board to frame 
any rules or regulations “ with respect to 
vaccination.” That, surely, would not 
be sanctioned by Parliament. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I would point 
out that the words quoted by the honour- 
able Member refer not to the vaccination 
officers, but to public vaccinators. 


Mr. ALLAN: Then the phraseology ot 
the Bill is erroneous. It implies that 
the Local Government Board may make 
“any rules or regulations with respect 
to vaccination.” It would be possible, I 
maintain, under those words for the 
Local Government Board to make any 
rules or regulations they choose, and com- 
pel guardians to carry them out. Either 
the phraseology of the Bill is wrong, or 
it confers upon the Local Government 
Board powers which they have no right 
ta have. 


*Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): I do not wish to enter into the 
extremely technical matters that have 
been raised in the course of this Debate, 
but I think this House reflects the views 
of the country in feeling that it is not 


prepared to do away altogether with the 


present vaccination laws. The mere 
fact that the present state of the law 
gives rise to some abuses, and to a great 
deal of mal-administration or non 
administration, has undoubtedly been 
established, and many of us have been 
eagerly awaiting the Report of the Royal 
Commission in order to discover the 
means of ensuring that the law should 
not be set openly at defiance by the 
very bodies who are entrusted with the 
administration of that law. I believe 
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this Bill is an attempt to bring the law 
into better harmony with the general 
views entertained in the country, and to 
do away with abuses by providing better 
means of vaccination, by providing for 
domiciliary visits, and by lengthening 
the period allowed for vaccination. But I 
do feel that clause 2, which deals with the 
provision against repetition of penalties, 
does not quite convey what it is repre- 
sented to mean. If we intend really to do 
away with repeated prosecutions, I hope 
that will be made quite clear. What I 
desire is that those wno have conscientious 
objections to vaccination shall be free 
from the penalties they have at present 
to undergo. I think the penalties now 
imposed tend to stir up opposition to 
vaccinaticn among people who otherwise 
would not cbject to it. 


Martyrdom has 
a great attraction for numbers of people, 
and the very imposition of penalties, 
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resistance to which gives some little 
notoriety, brings about opposition from 
people who would in the ordinary course 
hardly think of the matter at all. If it 
were possible to frame some kind of con- 
science clause, which would enable the 
really conscientious objector to escape 
the law, while compelling the merely 
indifferent to have their children vacci- 
nated, that would commend itself to my 
mind ; but I confess I see great difficulty 
in framing such a clause. However, I 
think that the exact meaning and inten- 
tion of Clause 2 ought to be made plain. 
That can, no doubt, be done when the 
Bill gets into Committee. Agreeing with 
tho general scope of the Bill, I intend 
to vote for the Second Reading. 


oF 


The House divided :—Aves 237; Noes 
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| Ure, Alexander 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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| Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 


Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 


| Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
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| Woodall, William 
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Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
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FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.} 


Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE NOoFs— 
Mr. Thomas Bayley and 


Mr. Steadman. 


Question put, ar1 agreed to— 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


| great many of us have voted for this 
| Bill believing that it would reduce the 


| penalties, and so was in favour to that 


Bill read a second time. 


ing Committee on Law, ete.”—(Mr. Chaptin.) 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: f protest against 
the course by the right 
honourable This is a 
matter a very 


prope sed 

Gentleman. 
which 

entertained 


upon strong 


honourable 


| Committee. 





view is by 


| extent of those who opposed compulsion, 
| but 
Motion made, and Question proposed— | 


‘ ; : | really I do not think it is reasonable of 
“That the Bill be committed to the Stand- | : * ¥ : 


we did so with the intention of 
moving Amendments in Committee, and 


the right honourable Gentleman now to 
take the Bill entirely out of the hands 
ef the House, and send it to a Grand 
I certainly should not have 
voted for the Second Reading of the 
Bil’ if I had supposed that the Govern- 
ment contemplated such a course of 


Members on both sides of the House. A \ procedure for a moment. 
' 
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Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE (Burnley) : 
I have taken no part in this Debate, 
although a great number of my con- 
stituents (and I daresay this will apply 
to many Members of this House) hold a 
very strong view with regard to this 
Bill, and desire that Amendments shall 
be introduced into it. As Amendments 
can be made in Committee, I did not 
think it right to oppose the Second Read- 
ing. But the moment it is proposed to 
send the Bill to a Grand Committee, and 
to take away from us the possibility of 
discussing the Measure in Committee of 
the whole House, the matter stands on 
a very different footing. In the first 
place, the Grand Committee to which it 
is proposed to refer this Bill is, I believe, 
already overburdened with work. A 
large number of Bills have already been 
referred to it, and the consequence is 
that this Bill will not receive all the 
attention it deserves at the hands of the 
Committee. I for one—and I think 
many others take the same view—-will 
certainly oppose the sending of this Bill 
to a Grand Committee. We are strongly 
of opinion that it ought to be discussed 
in full Committee of the whole House, so 
that honourable Members whose consti- 
tuents take strong views on certain points 
of detail should‘be able to have their 
Amendments fully discussed. 


*Mr. CHANNING: It has been a well- 
understood rule, with regard to sending 
Bills to Grand Committees, that only 
Bills should be dealt with in that way 
which are practically non-controversial. 
Now, anyone acquainted with the state 
of opinion on this subject in many con- 
stituencies in this country will know 
very well that this Bill is highly contro- 
versial. Therefore it is grossly unfair 
to those constituencies—I do not say 
they are the majority of constituencies 
in this country, I do not say they are 
even a large number, but they are, at 
any rate, a considerable number, and 
I think it is very unfair to them that 
any attempt should be made to remove 
this Bill from fair discussion on the 
floor of the House by honourable Mem- 
bers who are interested in it. I would 
also draw the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman and of the House 
to the fact that many honourable Mem- 
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bers are absent to-nignt, not knowing 
that this Bill would come on, whose con- 
stituencies are keenly interested in the 
subject. The honourable Member for 
Keighley represents a division, the 
whole board of guardians of which went 
to prison rather than administer the 
vaccination laws. There are other con- 
stituencies in the same position. I ven- 
ture to say that to send this Bil to the 
Grand Committee would be a flagrant 
breach of the spirit in which these Grand 
Committees were constituted, which is to 
carry on the discussion of the details of 
Bills in regard to the principle of which 
there is general unanimity. It would be 
grossly unfair to the constituencies, who 
feel so keenly upon this question, to 
remove the discussion of the Bill 
from the floor of this House. In 
the constituency I represent the board 
of guardians have refused, and rightly, 
in my opinion, to prosecute for breaches 
of the Vaccination Act. This will be 
a gross breach of the rights of local self- 
government. They will feel it to be 
most unfair that their representatives 
should be deprived of the opportunity 
of discussing the details of this Bill on 
the floor of the House in the usual 
manner. 


Sir W. FOSTER : During the course of 
the Debate on the Second Reading of the 


Bill I stated that I was not satisfied 
with all its details, and I said I should 
vote for the Second Reading in the hope 
that the Bill would be amended in Com- 
mittee. I think there are several ways 
in which the Bill could be improved in 
some of its details; but, Sir, as I am 
anxious that I should get those Amend- 
ments made to the Bill, I shall certainly 
support the Motion of the right honour- 
able Gentleman opposite. In the Divi- 
sion against the Second Reading only 
23 honourable Members were to be found 
to vote against the Bill. If the Bill is 
referred to a Grand Committee, we shall 
have added to the Grand Committee cer. 
tain Members representing the views 
held on this question in different quar- 
ters of the House, and I hope that I 
should have before the Grand Committee 
a larger body of support for my Amend- 
ments than I should on the floor of the 
House itself. Having voted for the 
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Second Reading, and being desirous to 
get the Bill amended, I shall certainly 
vote in favour of the proposal to refer 
it to the Grand Committee. 


Mr. BAYLEY: It was certainly the 
general understanding, on this side at 
any rate, that the Bill was to be discussed 
in Committee of the whole House. This 
is a Bill making acts criminal acts which 
were not crimes before, and its details 
require most careful consideration. If 
the right honourable Gentleman had told 
us before the Division on the Second 
Reading took place that the Bill was to 
be sent to a Grand Committee, I venture 
to think that the numbers in that Divi- 
sion would have been very different. 
This is a question affecting the liberties 


: ’ . | 
of Her Majesty’s subjects, and there are | 
Amendments which we are going to move, | 


and which we have been expecting to 
be able to move in Committee of the 
whole House, but which we shall not 
have the right to move upstairs. Under 
those circumstances, I hope the Govern- 


ment will reconsider their decision, and | 


let us discuss the Bill fairly on its merits 
in Committee of this House itself. 


GOVERNMENT BOARD: The Motion I 


have made no doubt affords a very conve- 
the very remarkable manifestation of 


on this question, but I am afraid it will 
not avail them. It may be hard lines on 
the honourable Gentleman opposite who 
divided the House against the Second 
Reading and failed to find more than 23 
supporters. He is perfectly well aware 
that if the Bill is committed in the 
ordinary way to Committee of the whole 
House, it will have no possible chance 
of becoming law during the present 
Session. Under these circumstances the 
honourable Member must not be sur- 
prised if I decline to accept his proposal. 
It is my desire to see this Bill passed 
into law, and the Division which has just 
taken place proves that that is the 
general desire on the part of the House. 
I believe the numbers in that Division 
quite reflect the feeling of the House, and 
in order that the Bill may have a chance 
of passing into law this Session I shall 
do everything in my power to refer it 
to the Standing Committee. 


Sir W. Foster. 


{COMMONS } 





|on principle. 





| Day would be reached. 
|to be considered to be the duty of the 
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Mr. S. EVANS (Glamorgan, Mid.) : 
Like the right honourable Gentleman, | 
also desire that the Bill should pass into 
law during the present Session, but jt 
is on that very ground I object to its 
going to a Standing Committee. The 
right honourable Gentleman who has just 
addressed the House is not a member of 
the Grand Committee on Law, and he 


|may not be aware how full up that Com- 
| mittee is with work. Such an importani 


Bill as this will have no chance of passing 
through the Committee and coming back 


| to the House in time for its becoming an 


Act during the present Session. I object 
to the Bill going to a Standing Committee 
li has become a great 
deal too much the fashion to refer im- 
portant Bills to the Standing Com- 
mittees. The effect will be before very 
long to abrogate the Committee stage of 
sills in this House altogether. If that 
is going to be done, let it be done openly. 
[ venture to say that it is not quite 
fair, in a case where there ‘s such strong 
opposition to a Bill as there is in this 
case undoubtedly, that no notice should 
have been given to the House before the 


| Second Reading that it was the intention 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL) 


{to refer it to a Grand Committee. I 


know that several honourable Members 


é | who desired to be present during the 
nient excuse to honourable Members for : 


Second Reading discussion have been 


Ri hich 1 é Z |absent to-night simply because they had 
. 7 . ac vs} wN 2A | . ‘ Ee . iz 
opinion which has just been expressed |, idea that the Seventh Order of the 


I think it ought 


Government with regard to any Bill of 
this class, if it is their intention to move 
that it be sent to a Standing Committee 
or any Committee other than that of the 
whole House, to put a notice on the Paper 
to that effect. There is no notice to that 
effect on the Paper in this case, and I 
think my honourable Friends who are 
protesting against this Motion are quite 
justitied in doing so, and if they go to 
a Division, although I voted for the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and desire to 
see it passed, I shall vote against this 
proposal of the Government. 

Dr. CLARK: This is the second 
Bill that we shall have sent to 
the Grand Committee on Law to-day. ! 
am a Conservative in my view with regard 
to the privileges of this House, and I 
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fancy that if a proposal of this kind 
relating to a measure of this kind had 
been proposed by a Liberal Government, 
honourable Members opposite would have 
met the proposal with very strong opposi- 
tion. The right honourable Gentleman 
has referred to the small number of 
honourable Members who voted against 
the Second Reading. I cannot under- 
stand why my honourable Friend went 
to a Division at all against the Second 
Reading, seeing that the Bill does away 
with the severe penalties which exist at 
the present time, and very much modi- 
fics the present procedure, and all that 


ig necessary now is to reform Clause 2. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member must not discuss the clauses of 
the Bill on this Motion. 


Dr. CLARK: I simply want to point 
out that for the second time to-night an 
important Bill is proposed to be sert 
to one of the Grand Committees, and I 
warn honourable Gentlemen opposite 
that if they persist in the policy of re- 
ferring first-rate, or even second-rate, 
Measures to the Grand Committees, 
there is danger that the same measure 
will be meted out to them when they 
are opposing Bills proposed by Gentle- 
men now sitting on this side of the 
House. 

The House divided :—Ayes 301; No2s 
50.—(Division List No. 92.) 











Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. J. B.(Clackm.) 
Banbury. Frederick George 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H. Smith- 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Brist’l) 
Beckett. Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 

Cecil, Lord Hugh 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby. J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Weduesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hoare. Samuel (Norwich) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 





Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir FE. (Cornwall) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool} 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Llewelyn, SirDiilwyn-(Sw’ns’a} 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, H. L. B.(Cambs.) 
McEwan, William 

McIver, Sir Lewis 

McKillop, James 

Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 

Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.} 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen). 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptfordy 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
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Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


Telephones. 


‘Allison, Robert Andrew 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bethell, Commander 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 

Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 
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Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M'T. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hen. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 


NOES. 


Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibney, James 

Greville, Captain 

Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Murnaghan, George 

Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| 





Telephones. 820 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) ~ 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Pinkerton, John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 

| Rickett, J. Compton 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 

| Steadman, William Charles 

| Strachey, Edward 

| Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 

| Wedderburn, Sir William 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Wilson, H. J. (Yorks., W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


Nors— 
and Mr. 


| 

| 

| TexiEers FOR THE 
Mr. Labouchere 
Ascroft. 


Bill committed. 


TELEPHONES. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire and report whether the telephone 
service is or is not calculated to become of 
such general benefit as to justify its being 
undertaken by municipal and other local. autho- 
rities, regard being had to local finance ; and, 
if so, whether such local authorities should 
have power to undertake such service in 
the districts of other local authorities outside 
the area of their own jurisdiction, but com- 
prised wholly or partially in the same tele- 
phone area, and what powers, duties, and obli- 
gations ought to be conferred or imposed upon 


{ such local authorities; that the Minutes of 

Evidence taken before the Select Committee 
on the Telephone Service in the Session of 
1895, and the Report of the Commissioner 
| and the Evidence taken before him in the in- 
| quiry recently held at Glasgow, be referred to 
| the Committee for consideration in so far as 
| they relate to the subject of the present 
| inquiry; that the Committee do consist of 
Seventeen Members; that Mr. Bartley, Mr. 
Griffith-Boscawen, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. 
Cawley, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Colville, Mr. kir- 
bank, Mr. Fry, Mr. Hanbury, Sir Reginald 
Hanson, Sir Henry Howorth, Sir James Joicey, 
Mr. Nicol, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. James 
Stuart, Mr. Tully, and Sir James Wood- 
house, be members of the Committee; that 
the Committee have power to send for persons, 
papers, and records ; that Five be the quorum.” 
—(Sir William Walrond.) 


House adjourned at 12,10. 
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Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 10th May 1898, 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


LORD BRASSEY. 


Lorp BRASSEY, Governor of Victoria, 
took the Oath and his Seat for the first 
time in this Parliament. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (WEST RIDING 
LINES) BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


SOUTHEND-ON-SEA GAS BILL. 
Queen’s consent signified; Bill 
ported, with Amendments. 


re- 


HAMILTON WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Committed. 


ST. ANNE’S-ON-THE-SEA GAS BILL. 
Read second time, and committed. 


BLACKPOOL AND FLEETWOOD TRAM- 
ROAD (TRAMWAY EXTENSIONS) 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


VOL. LVII. [FourtH Szrtzs. | 
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BELFAST HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Read third time; Passed, and sent to 
Commons. 


CUSTOMS AND OTHER OFFICES 
(BARRY DOCK) BILL. 
Brought from Commons; Read first 
time; to be printed; Referred to Exa- 
miners. [Bill No. 66.] 


CUSTOMS OFFICES (SOUTHAMPTON) 
BILL. 
Brought from Commons; Read _ first: 


time; to be printed; Referred to Exa- 
miners. [Bill No. 67.] 


COMMONS REGULATION (WOLSTANTON 
MARSH) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Brought from Commons; Read _ first 
time; to be printed; Referred to Exa- 
miners. [Bill No. 68.] 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from Commons, agreed to. 


SAINT MATTHEW, BETHNAL GREEN, 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from Commons, agreed to. 


UPPER ASSAM TEA COMPANY BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Returned from Commons, agreed to. 


EDINBURGH AND LEITH CORPORA- 
TIONS GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from Commons, agreed to, 
with Amendments: Amendments con 
sidered, and agreed to. 
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WATERFORD CITY GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from Commons, agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (RESERVE). 
Further regulations relating to the 
Army Reserve: Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 


the Table. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 228. Bermuda (Report for 1897) . 


TRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 
Return for the mnoth of December, 


1897. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 
Return, by the railway companies of 


the United Kingdom, for the six months 
ending the 31st December, 1897. 


SIGHT TESTS. 
Report on the sight tests used in the 
Mercantile Marine for the year 1897, in 


continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
[C.—8470.]. 


COMMERCIAL (1898), No. 5. 
Reports from Her Majesty’s Repre- 
sentatives on legislative measures re- 
specting gambling in “option” and 
“future” contracts. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 





Business. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


—_— 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 

PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 

Read third time, according to order, 
and passed. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. [H.L.] 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived; 
and Bill to be read third time on Thurs- 
day next. 


OFFICERS IN THE JAMESON RAID. 

Eart CARRINGTON : I have a 
Question on the Paper, but I notice in 
the newspaper this morning that Lord 
Hugh Cecil asked a question last night in 
the House of Commons as to whether 
it would be permissible to raise 
the of the reinstatement 
of Jameson’s officers in the Army 
Vote in that House. The answer 
was that no promise could be given 
before Whitsuntide, but there was no 
refusal as I understand it. Therefore, 
under these circumstances, in the inte- 
rests of these officers, in whom there 
is a widespread—and I do not think I am 
saying too much when I say—a universal 
sympathy, I shall postpone the Question 
which stands in my name to some future 
and more convenient occasion. 


Tue Duxe or FIFE: My Lords, I rise 
to join in the appeal which has been 
made by my noble Friend below me—— 


Eart CARRINGTON : I beg the noble 
Duke’s pardon ; but the appeal has not 
yet been made. I merely explained that 
I proposed to postpone it to a more 
convenient occasion. 


Tue Duke or FIFE: I am obliged to 
the noble Earl. I did not at first catch 
what he said. 


question 


House adjourned at 4.35. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 10th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER 
Three of the clock. 


took the Chair at 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BUCKIE (CLUNY) HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


EDINBURGH MERCHANT COMPANY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; To be read 
the third time. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered; To be read 
the third time. 


BOMBAY, BARODA, AND CENTRAL 
INDIA RAILWAY COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


NORTH PEMBROKESHIRE AND 
FISHGUARD RAILWAY BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (NORTHERN 
TRAMWAYS). 

Order [3rd March] that the Petition 
for the London County Council (Nerthern 
Tramways) Bill be referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read, and 
discharged. 


Ordered, That the Petition for the Bill 
be withdrawn._/ Dr. Farquharson.) 


SOUTHWARK AND VAUXHALL WATER 
BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee- 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee 

“1. That, in the case of the London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill, Petition for 
additional Provision, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to introduce their additional 
Provision if the Committee on the Bill think 
fit.” 

“2. That, in the case of the Cromer Gas 
Bill, Petition for additional Provision, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to introduce their 
additional Provision if the Committee on the 
Bill think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


—_——— 


NEW BILLS. 


PARISH COUNCILLORS (TENURE OF 
OFFICE). 


Bill “to enable parish councillors to 
hold office for three years.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lam- 
bert, Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. Hobhouse, 
Mr. Luttrell, and Mr. Jeffreys ; presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 9th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 202.] 
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Provisional 


CARRIAGE OF GAME. 


Bill “to prohibit sending of game by 
general carriers in certain seasons.” 

Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wil- 
liam Redmond, Mr. Joseph A. Pease, Mr. 
Parnell, Mr. Grant Lawson, Captain Sin- 
clair, Sir Thomas Esmonde, and Mr. 
Horace Plunkett ; Presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 18th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 203.] 


PREFERENTIAL PAYMENTS IN 
BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND) BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to Pre- 
ferential Payments in Bankruptcy in 
Ireland.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Clancy, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
and Mr. T. M. Healy; Presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 18th May, and to 
[Bill 204.] 


be printed. 


. MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 
With an Amendment. 


WHITWICK AND COALVILLE GAS 
BILL. 


With Amendments. 


Amendments to— 


ABERYSTWYTH GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
, FOLKESTONE GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Without Amendment. 


SHERINGHAM AND BEESTON PROTEC- 
TION BILL. [H.L.] 

That they have passed a Bill 
intituled “An Act to empower the 
Erpingham Rural District Comncil to 
construct a sea wall and other works for 
the protection of the parishes of Sher- 
ingham and Beeston Regis.” 


£COMMONS} 


Order Bills. 828 


MARKET HARBOROUGH GAS BILL, 
[H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
provide for the transfer of the under- 
taking of the Market Harborough Gas 
Company, Limited, to the Market Har- 
borough Urban District Council ; and to 
confer further powers on the said Coun- 
cil, with respect to the supply of gas; 
and for other purposes.” 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 


And also a Bill intituled “An Act 
to empower the Lord Provost, Magis- 
trates, and Council of the City and 
Royal Burgh of Dundee to work and use 
the tramways within the burgh ; and for 
other purposes.” 


SHERINGHAM AND BEESTON 
PROTECTION BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


MARKET HARBOROUGH GAS BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


—_ 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time to-morrow. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 








Petitions. 


PETITIONS. 


ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 
In favour: From Stafford (2), and East 
Suffolk ; toelie upon the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 

Against: From Fraserburgh, St. 
Andrews, Inverness, Grantown-on-Spey, 
Kingussie, and Montrose ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Head- 
ingly, York (2), Dodworth, Bridge of 
Allan, and Stirling; to lie upon the 


Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour: From Whitburn, Dal- 
beattie, Edinburgh (2), Ayr (2), Montrose, 
Carnoustie, Friockheim, Brechin, Ar- 
broath, St. Ninians, Stirling, Chirnside, 
Halkirk, Alva, and Greenside ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Stirling ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
In favour: From Caithness; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

In favour: From Dodworth, Tipton, 
Weymouth, Grantham, and Govan; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


In favour: From Redcliffe ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES 
(ATTENDANCE OF REGISTRARS) BILL. 

In favour, from Sheffield ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Arbroath ; to lie upon 


the Table, 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Kirkcaldy, Grange- 
mouth, and Fifeshire; to lie upon the 
Table. 


HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 


BILL. 
From Blackburn, Wolver- 
to lie upon the 


|; PUBLIC 
| 


In favour : 
hampton, and Reading ; 
Table. 


INTOXICATING 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

In favour: From Great Yarmouth and 
Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF LIQUORS 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Stirling and Aber- 
deen ; to lie upon the Table. 


INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Saxmundham, Yox- 
ford, Liverpool, Birmingham (5), Pyddle 
Hinton, Walton (2), Tyldesley, Welling- 
ton, Tovil, Harrogate, New Brompton, 
Atherton, Burton Woced, Leicester, 


SALE OF LIQUORS 








$31 


Rochester, Ipswich, Blackfriars Road, 
Oldham, Pydeltrenthide, Leeds (3), Shef- 
field, Shildon (10), Middridge (2), Bin- 
chester (5), Highworth, Manchester, 
Winchester, Hope Mansell, Clitheroe, 
Lugwardine, Great Yarmouth, South Mid- 
dridge, Brentwood, Tattingstone, and 
Banbury ; to lie upon the Table. 


Gaelic in 


ee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GAMBLING IN “OPTION” AND 
“FUTURE” CONTRACTS (COMMERCIAL, 
No. 5, 1898). 

Copy presented, of Reports from Her 
Majesty’s Representatives on Legislative 
Measures’ respecting Gambling in 


“Option” and “ Future” Contracts [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2076 to 2079 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS | 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 456 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MERCANTILE MARINE (COLOUR TESTS). 


Copy presented, of Report on the Sight 
Tests used in the Mercantile Marine for | 
the year ended 3lst December 1897 (in| 
continuation of [C. 8470]) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 
Copy presented, of Return by Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom for 





the six months ending the 31st December 
1897 [by Command]; to lie upon the| 


Table. 
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QUESTIONS. 


RENTALS IN CROFTING COUNTIES. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advochte if he will 
state the number of persons in the six 
Highland crofting counties who pay an 
annual rental not in excess of £4! 


Tut LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granay 
Murray, Buteshire): The answer I gave 
the honourable Member to the Question 
on a similar point yesterday equally 
applies to this Question. , 


DOCKYARD SLIPS. 

Sm CC. DILKE — (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether it 
is intended immediately to increase the 
number of slips available in Her 
Majesty’s dockyards for the building of 
battleships ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hinover Square): The question of adding 
further slips to those already existing in 
Her Maiesty’s Dockyards is receiving 
earnest attention. 


GAELIC IN HIGHLAND SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state in how many 
schools in Gaelic-speaking districts of 


'the Highlands and Islands of Scotland 


the Scottish Education Department has 
sanctioned the use of the text books in 
English and Gaelic? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: There is no 
record of any application to the Depart- 
ment for sanction to the use of text 
books in English and Gaelic, and I under- 
stand that no such books are in use in 
Scotland. The choice of books for the 
study of Gaelic is left to school managers 
in consultation with Her Majesty's 
Inspector. 
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STRENGTH OF THE ARMY. 


CotoneL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
sham): I beg to ask the Under Scere- 
tary of State for War how many below 
establishment the cavalry, the horse and 
field artillery, the garrison artillery, the 
guards, and the infantry, serving at home 
respectively, were, on the Ist January, 
1898, and on the Ist April, 1898? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. St. Joun Broprick, Surrey, 
Guildford,): The honourable Member 
no doubt desires a comparison of the con- 
dition of the Army on Ist April, 1898, 
with that on Ist January. The dis- 
charges from the colours at this time of 
year, owing to the return of troopships 
from India, are particularly heavy, and a 
decrease usually takes place. The inflow 
in these three months of 1898 was 
12,960, the outflow being 12,606; the 
inflow in the three months of 1897 was 
9,401, and the outflow was 12,215. The 
cavalry gained 15, as against a loss of 
200 last year. The horse and field artil- 
lery gained 10, as against a loss of 296 
last year. The mountain and garrison 


artillery gained 118, as against a loss of 


226 last year. The foot guards gained 
227, whereas last year they gained 100. 
The infantry of the line lost 244 this 
year, but last year they lost 1,968. 
Over the whole Army this year there has 
been a net gain of 354, as compared with 
a loss of 2,814 in January to April, 1897. 
Of the men who have come in this year, 
2,038 were reservists returning to the 
colours, leaving a net gain by recruiting 
alone of 1,521 in three months. 


MILITARY HEAD-DRESS IN WAR-TIME. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether it has 
been brought to his notice that one 
of the chief causes of the large proportion 
of British officers in native regiments 
killed and wounded during the recent 
frontier war in India is stated to have 
been the difference which exists between 
the head-dress worn by these officers and 
that of the native officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, and men under their com- 





mand ; and whether he will consider the 
advisability of making the dress of all 
ranks when on active service as uniform 
as possible? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Secretary of 
State for India will inquire if the subject 
has been under the consideration of the 
Indian Government, and, if so, what deci- 
sion has been arrived at. As regards the 
troops on the British establishment, offi- 
cers and men have the same head-dress ; 
and, at 200 yards distance, the uniform 
of an officer is scarcely distinguishable 
(except for the sword) from that of a 
private. 


Captain NORTON: My Question only 


referred to the Indian service, 


CASTLEBLAYNEY POOR RATE. 

Mr. J. DALY (Monaghan, S8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he has received 
a copy of a resolution pased by the Castle 
blayney Board of Guardians, stating that, 
owing to agricultural depression, the guar- 
dians in 1896 struck an insufficient poor 
rate of 4d. in the pound, and leaving the 
union, on the 29th September, 1897, 
£1,250 in debt; and whether he can 
state if it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to take advantage of the year 1896 
as the standard year under the Local 
Government Bill, owing to the insuff- 
cient poor rate struck in that year in 
Treland by boards of guardians? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Geratp W. Baurovur, Leeds, 
Central): I have already very fully 
explained to the honourable Member the 
reasons for the selection of 1896-7 as the 
standard year, and must refer him to my 
previous answers on the subject, 


TRANSMISSION OF SEAMEN’S WAGES 
FROM FOREIGN PORTS. 

Sm G. 8. BADEN-POWELL (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
any decision has been arrived at, and, if 
so, what decision, as to giving British 
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seamen, discharged in the ports of Ant- 
werp, Hamburg, and Rotterdam, the 
same facilities for the free transmission 
nome of the wages they have earned as 
they enjoy in the United Kingdom? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircniz, Croydon) : 
The system of transmitting seamen and 
their wages, which has been in operation 
in this country for some years, is now 
being tried experimentally at the ports 
ef Dunkirk, Antwerp, Hamburg, and 
Rctterdam, with considerable success. 
The cost of this experiment to the Ex- 
chequer is about £800 a year. A small 
commission is charged, the abolition of 
which I am not prepared at present to 


adopt. 


PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Mr. W. AMBROSE (Middlesex, 
Harrow): I bee to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty if any, and, if so, what 
provision has been made to ensure the 
safety and protection of British citizens 
and interests in the Philippine Islands 
during the war between the United 
States of America and Spain? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: [ stated the other day that 
the Linnet had been ordered to Manila, 
and that the Zmmortalité would follow 
ker. I do not know the precise spot to 
which my honourable Friend alludes, but 
no doubt the officers of those two ships 
wil! do their best to protect the interests 
of British subjects. 


IRISH LOCAL LICENCES. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can give the 
amounts produced for each of the last 
ten years by the local licences proposed 
to be transferred to the Irish Local 
Loans Fund Account, the amount of the 
grants in aid in respect of certain poor 
law charges which are now to be with- 
drawn for each of those years, the pro- 
duce of the local licences for each of the 
last ten years transferred to the local 


Sir G. S. Baden-Powell. 
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authorities in England by the Local 
Government Act of 1888, and the sum 
required during each of these years to 
meet the grants in aid in respect of which 
the local licences were transferred. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It would 
take some days to collect this informa- 
tion, and it could hardly, in any case, be 
given in the form of an answer to a 
Question. If the honourable Member 
will place on the Paper a Notice of 
Motion for a Return I will consider 
whether it can be granted. 


Medical Staff Corps. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, before proposing the new 
clause in the Local Government (Ireland) 
Bill, page 34, after Clause 61, he will 
state the name of the temporary com- 
missioner whom it is proposed to 
appoint ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI cannot 
undertake to give the name of the pro- 
posed temporary commissioner before the 
new clause is reached. The matter has 
not yet been even considered. It is 
possible I might be able to make an 
announcement before the Report stage, 
but in saying this I must not be under- 
stood as giving any pledge on the 
subject. 


MAIDSTONE VOLUNTEER MEDICAL 
STAFF CORPS. 

Mr. CORNWALLIS (Maidstone): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has come 
to a decision to recommend, in accord- 
ance with the terms of his speech at 
Blackpool, the bestowal of the Jubilee 
medal on those members of the Volunteer 
Medical Staff Corps (Maidstone Company) 
who were in previous possession of the 
certificate of the St. John Ambulance 
Association, and who did duty in London 
(treating 153 cases of injured people) om 
the occasion of the celebration of the 
sixtieth year of Her Majesty’s reign! 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
moe HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
W. Riptey, Lancashire, N, Blackpool) : 
I find on inquiry that the case of these 
men is the same as that of the members 


of the Ambulance Brigade who have 
already received the medal, and am happy 
to be able to inform my _ honourable 


Friend that I have given directions for 
the medal to be issued to them. 


PROPOSED ABOLITION OF LIGHTHOUSE 
AND 'IONNAGE DUES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether, as stated in Lord Salis- 
bury’s dispatch to Mr. Phelps, dated 17th 
November, 1887, there was referred to 
the Board of Trade the invitation, dated 
15th August, 1887, to co-operate with 
the Government of the United States in 
abolishing all lighthouse dues, tonnage 
taxes, or other equivalent tax or taxes 
on, and also all other fees for cfficial 
services to, the vessels of the two nations 
employed in the trade between the ports 
of Great Britain and the United States; 
and whether the Board of Trade have 
now completed the inquiries they were 
stated in that dispatch of 17th November, 
1887, to be then making, as to whether 
there were any ports in the United 
Kingdom where the lighthouse dues in 
the trade with the United States are 
lower than the tonnage dues then levi- 
able in the United States, so that, as 
regards those ports, British vessels would 
be entitled to the reciprocal treatment 
promised in Mr. Bayard’s circular of 
9th July, 1887; and, if so, will he state 
the results of those inquiries? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: The invitaticn in question was 


referred to the Board of Trade. It was 


not, however, proceeded with, apparently, 
because it was found that no precise 
comparison could be made between the 
amounts levied in the United States as 
tonnage tax and those levied at any par- 
ticular port in Great Britain as light 
dues, 
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PATENT SPEOIFICATIONS WITH 
DRAWINGS. 

Mr. BILLSON (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he will give the relative number or 
percentage of patent specifications with 
drawings to those without drawings, both 
for provisional protection and for sealed 
patents, for the year 1896; and will 
he state the approximate price paid by 
the Patent Office for lithographing (or 
otherwise printing) the drawings for the 
aforesaid specifications both for the pro- 
visional protection and for the sealed 
patents! 


Tur PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: I will endeavour to supply the 
honourable Member with this informa 
tion as nearly as possible in the form in 
which it is asked for. 


Contracts. 


POOR LAW FINANCE IN IRELAND. 

Mr. J. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state how much al! 
the boards of guardians in Ireland were 
in debt on 29th September, 1897, owing 
to the insufficient poor rate struck in 
1896? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Re- 
turn referred to in my answer to the 
honourable Member’s previous Question 
of Tuesday last on this subject will be 
ready in the course of a few days. 

Mr. DALY: Can the right honourable 


Gentleman say how soon he will be able 
te give the answer? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Not be- 
yond what I have already said, that f 
hope the Return will be ready in a few 
days. 


ARMY MEAT CONTRACTS. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devon, Totnes): 
I bee to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether certain of ths 


contracts for the meat supply of the 
Army have been tendered for by a 
Chicago company exporting meat in » 
frozen or refrigerated condition ; and, if 
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so, whether it is open to firms other 
than British to tender for the supply of 
meat for Her Majesty’s forces? 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) also 
had on the Paper this Question—'’o ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether the meat contract for all the 
troops in Great Britain except Alder- 
shot has been given to an American 
firm ; and, if so, what is the reason? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 tHe 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powetn Winirassa, 
Birmingham, S.): The tender of & 
foreign contractor for the supply of meat 
to the Army would not be accepted. 
The firm to which the Questions relat» 
is probably the Swift Beef Com- 
pany, of 64, West Smithfield, which iy 
a limited company registered in England. 
This company have secured contracts for 
the partial supply of meat in four dis. 
tricts, their tenders having been the 
lowest. 


Cartain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Are 
Irish contractors afforded an oppértunity 
of tendering for the supply of meat to 


troops stationed in England? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: Yes, Sir. 
Everybody is afforded the opportunity. 
The honourable Member himselt might 
tender if he liked. 


PORT ARTHUR. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): I ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty if any British war 
ships have visited Port Arthur since the 
Iphigenia left on the 26th January? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY: The Rainbow was there in the 
first part of February. 


beg to 


GREEK LOAN. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the Greek Guaranteed Loan for 
£6,800,000 has been issued on such 

Mr. Mildmay. 
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terms that, while a subscriber in London 
will have to pay for every £100 nominal 
capital the sum of £100 10s., which at 
the present rate of exchange (25.33 
frencs) is equal to 2,545.665 francs, a 
subscriber in Paris will pay for every 
£100 nominal capital only 2,512.50 franes 
amounting to a difference in favour of 
the Paris subscriber of 33.165 francs, or 
of 1 5-16 per cent. ; whether there is a 
similar difference made between the sub- 
scriber in London and the subscriber in 
St. Petersburg, giving an advantage to 
the latter of 14 per cent. ; whether these 
differences in favour of the French and 
Russian, as compared with the English 
subscribers to the Loan, arise through 
the adoption of a nominal rate of 
exchange (in the case of France the rate 
of 25 francs to the £), instead of the 
actual present rate of exchange as 
between the pound on the one hand and 
the franc and rouble on the other; if 
so, upon what ground a nominal, instead 
of the actual rate of exchange was 
adopted; and upon what ground the 
English subscriber has been placed at 
a disadvantage as compared with the 
French and Russian subscribers? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bzacu, Bristol, 
W.): The answer to the first two para- 
graphs of the Question is in the affirma- 
tive. For the purpose of getting the 
currency of each country on to the bond 
it was necessary to have a fixed nominal 
rate of exchange for 
International Agreement ; 


insertion in the 
and, as the 
present rate of exchange is exceptionally 
high, this has resulted in giving an 
advantage to subscribers in Paris or St. 
Petersburg, who may, and I have no 
doubt will, include Englishmen as well 
The repre- 
sentatives of the two foreign guaranteeing 


as French and Russians. 


Powers insisted that, at whatever figure 
the price of the Loan was fixed, the rate 
of issue should not be at a higher per- 
centage in their countries than here; 
and I reluctantly agreed to what has 
been done, of the utmost 
importance in the interests of Greece to 
bring to a close negotiations which had 


as it was 


already been far too prolonged. 
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PEMBROKE DOCKYARD. 
GeneraL LAURIE (Pembroke and 


Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether one or 
more of the vacant building slips, Nos. 
4,6, 7, 10, or 11, at Pembroke Dock- 
yard could be so enlarged as to be made 
suitable for building battleships; 
whether the roofs of Nos. 8 and 9 slips 
could be replaced, and these slips again 
made available for building; and 
whether, if neither of these proposals 
are considered desirable, the construc- 
tion of the first-class cruiser Spratrate, 
now due to be launched in September 
next, could be accelerated, and meantime 
materials provided and prepared for 
commencing on No. 1 slip one of the 
new battleships proposed to be con- 
structed this year? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: I must refer the honourable 
and gallant Member to my answer to-day 
to the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean. 


NORTHAMPTON MANUFACTURERS 
AND ARMY BOOTS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE — (Northamp- 
ton): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether he is 
aware that the Northampton manufac- 
turers for several years have declined to 
tender in respect to boots for the Army, 
and that they have for the last few 
months been bringing to the notice of 
the War Office that they could supply 
any number of ‘boots more suitable than 
the article now delivered were specifica- 
tions more in accordance with modern 
appliances ; whether defects in the boots 
worn by British soldiers in Egypt were 
due to any fault of the contractors or 
to the boots not being suitable for the 
purpose for which they were required ; 
whether the Clothing Department was, 
if so, responsible; whether the boots 
which are alleged to have not been able 
to stand the wear in Egypt were issued 
to the seldiers in October, and whether 
they had already been worn several 
months before there was any complaint ; 
and whether he will appoint a Depart- 
mental Committee which shall hear boot 
manufacturers in regard to specifications 
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in boot contracts for the Army, with a 
view to the best and most serviceable 
article being supplied? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: It is the 
fact that the Northampton manufac- 
turers do not tender to a large extent 
for the supply of Army boots, the reason 
being that the class of labour necessary 
for the hand-closing required in the 
present pattern is only available to a 
limited extent in that town; as already 
explained, the boots were fully up to the 
standard of quality, and have been found 
in other cases to be suitable and durable. 
Until the full report is received from 
the General Officer Commanding, I am 
unable to answer the remainder of the 


Question. The question of the best boot 
for the Army, having regard to all 


the conditions of climate and service it 
has to withstand, is now being fully 
investigated. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Would the 
honourable Member allow the bootmakers 
to appear before this Committee and 
make a statement with regard to the 
present system of making boots? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: I am not 
aware that I have mentioned any Com- 
inittee, but the bootmakers of Northamp- 
ton have over and over again made repre- 
sentations to the directors of clothing 
in relation to boots, and all their repre- 
sentations have been carefully considered 
by me and the military authorities with 
whom rests the final selection as to the 
boot to be adopted. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I think the 
honourable Member said that not many 
boot manufacturers in Northampton had 
tendered. Can he state whether in the 
past few years any have tendered? I am 
under the impression that there are 
none. 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: At the 
present moment there are no less than 
12,000 Army boots on order in the town 
of Northampton. 


SMOKY CHIMNEYS AT WESTMINSTER. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works whether he 
has noticed that a high chimney in close 
vicinity to the Palace of Westminster 
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emits at all hours of the day clouds of 
black smoke; and whether he will call 
the attention of the local authorities to 
this nuisance, with a view to its dis- 
continuance? 


Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovetas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): Yes, Sir; I have noticed 
the black smoke from this chimne y, and 
from many others elsewhere of late, but 
the nuisance is probably due to the im- 
practicability of getting Welsh steam 
coal during the strike. In any case, 
however, I have no authority in the 
matter, and any representation on the 
subject should be addressed to the County 
Council. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Cannot the 
right honourable Gentleman, as repre- 
sentative of us as householders in the | 
neighbourhood, make the representation! | 


[No Reply.] 





PHOSPHORUS POISONING. 
Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, | 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Sccretary of | 
State for the Home Department whether, | 
in accordance with his promise given on 
the 2nd instant, he has made further 
inquiry into the case of Cornelius Lean, 
lately employed at the match factory 
of Messrs. Bryant and May, who was 
poisoned by the yellow phosphorus used 
in the manufacture ; whether he proposes 
to direct that proceedings shall be taken 
against the occupier of the factory and 
the factory doctor respectively for neglect- 
ing to give the notices required by Sec- 
tion 29 of the Factory Act, 1895; and 
whether it is intended to prosecute the 
factory doctor, under the Registration o! 
Births and Deaths Act, upon a charge of 
wilfully mis-stating the cause of death 
upon the medical certificate? 





THe SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: Yes, I have| 
made further inquiries, and a report of | 
the result has been received this morning | 
in the Home Office, which requires very | 
serious consideration. I have not yet | 
had time to examine the report ; but by 
Thursday I shall be in a position to 
say what steps I propose to take. 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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Board Auditors. 

OBSTRUCTION ON HIGHWAYS, 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the dismissal on Thursday last 
by the Croydon magistrates of a sum 
mons taken out by the Metropolitan 
Police against a county court bailiff for 
causing an obstruction to the highway 
by depositing furniture thereon after its 
removal from a house; and whether, 
having regard to the importance of the 
public rights which are involved, and to 
the fact that the magistrates appear to 
have acted on a misconception of the 
efiect of the judgment of the Queen’s 
Bench Division in the recent case of 
Carter v. Shilcock, he will instruct the 
police to apply for a case to be stated, in 
order that the decision of a superior 
court may be obtained ! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tre 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have received 
a Report of this case, but it does not 
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| Seem necessary to take any further steps 


The Question appears to 
have been one of fact. Should incon- 
venience, however, arise from miscon- 
ceptions as to the law, I shall, of course, 
consider the question of obtaining an 
authoritative decision from the courts. 


at present. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 


AUDITORS. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will give a Return of the public auditors 
employed under the Local Government 
Board in that country, setting forth the 
name, qualifications, and previous pro- 
fession or occupation of each officer! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A Return 
giving the information desired in the 


Question is being prepared, and will he 
communicated to the honourable Member 
in a day or two. It is not, however, 
considered of sufficient importance to be 
laid on the Table of the House as a 
Parliamentary Paper. 
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Orangemen in 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board if, under 
the Government Vaccination Act, the 
guardians refuse to find money for the 
prosecutions ordered without their con- 
sent by the Local Government Board, 
what proceedings, if any, will be taken 
against the guardians to compel pay- 
ment ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
un, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I am not 
prepared to assume that a board of guar- 
dians will refuse to pay any expenses 
which may be legally payable by them, 
and I cannot undertake to answer the 
hypothetical Question of the honourable 
Member. 


BOARDING OUT OF PAUPER 
LUNATICS. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland why the 
boarding out system has not been applied 
to the Irish District Lunatic Asylums, 
seeing that it has been adopted with 
success in Scotland? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 
no legal provision which would permit of 
the application of the boarding-out sys- 
tem to Irish asylums. 


POTATO SPRAYERS FOR IRISH 
FARMERS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
land, whether he is aware that the Local 
Government Board (Ireland) have issued 
a Circular to boards of guardians in Ire 
land offering potato sprayers to farmers 
of £15 Poor Law valuation or under at 
23s. each; whether he is aware that 
there are thousands of farmers in Ireland 
who, owing to their poverty, could not 
give 10s. for a sprayer, even if they could 
get it for this sum; and whether, seeing 
that spraying has become a decided 
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success in preventing potato blight, he 
will advise the Government to send free 
to every union in Ireland potato sprayers 
to be lent by the guardians to farmers 
who are unable to purchase a machine? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Cir. 
cular referred to was issued with my 
approvai, though its terms have not been 
quite accurately stated in the Question. 
If the honourable Member will read the 
Circular he will observe that not only 
are the prices quoted in it considerably 
less than the retail prices of the machines, 
but that the Government have also autho- 
rised the Local Government Board to 
allow a further abatement of ten per 
cent. to cash purchasers. It will be pos- 
sible, therefore, for the guardians to sell 
a machine for 19s. 6d., either to an indi- 
vidual occupier, or to one occupier 
making application on behalf of himself 
and other occupiers jointly. The guar- 
dians are also authorised to let the 
machines out on hire to occupiers, and 
where a number of persons agree to hire 
a machine, the hiring rates would be 
almost nominal. The answer to the third 
paragraph is in the negative. 


PROMOTION OF CYCLE COMPANIES. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Liew- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will 
consider the advisability of appoint- 
ing a Committee of Inquiry or a Board 
of Trade inquiry regarding the promo- 
tion and management of cycle com- 
panies, and report thereon? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
evidence before me in connection with 
the matter referred to in the Question, 
but even supposing the honourable 
Member's suggestion a desirable one, on 
which I express no opinion, it would 
hardly be within my province to give 
effect to it. 


ORANGEMEN IN NEW ZEALAND. 
Mr. DILLON (for Mr. Swirt MacNEI11, 


Donegal, S.): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been 
directed to the circumstance that the 
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Earl of Ranfurly, the Governor of New 
Zealand, on the occasion of his recent 
visit, as the representative of Her 
Majesty the Queen, to Dunedin, consented 
to receive an address from the Orange 
body of that city, and in his reply re- 
ferred to his life-long knowledge of the 
institution and his pleasure in the know- 
ledge that the Orangemen had carried 
their old traditions to New Zealand ; 
whether it is in accordance with the prac- 
tice of the Colonial Service for the repre- 
sentative of the Throne to thus identify 
himself with a political party; and 
whether he will take any steps to prevent 
such action in future? 


Tua SECRETARY or STATE ror tur 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): T have received no infor- 
mation on the subject, and in the absence 
of information I am not in a position to 
express any opinion as to the Governor’s 
action. 


Mr. DILLON: I will repeat the Ques- 
tion this day week. 


St. Cuthbert’ s, 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tu 
COLONIES: That will be of no use. I 
am not likely to receive any information 
by that time, unless the honourable 
Member will furnish me with some. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman inquire by telegraph 
whether the newspaper report is correct! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES: No, Sir. I do not think it 
of sufficient importance. 


Mr. DILLON: I shall raise the Ques- 
tion on the Colonial Vote, for it appeara 
to me to be a matter of such im- 
portance—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. REDMOND (Clare, E.): Might ] 
ask the Secretary for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the great dissatisfac- 
tion caused to large numbers of the in- 
habitants of New Zealand by this action 
of the Governor, he will inquire whether 
the Earl of Ranfurly received the sanc- 
tion of the New Zealand Government to 
make the statement he did? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
Question has been already answered. 


Mr. Dillon. 
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TONNAGE DUES IN AMERICA, 

Sir G. S. BADEN-POWELL: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the clause in the War _ Revenue 
Bill now before the American Senate, 
which imposes heavy tonnage dues on 
vessels arriving in the United States, hag 
been definitely abandoned ; and whether 
tonnage dues will continue to be levied 
as heretofore under the Act of Congresg 
of 1886? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N, 
Curzon, Lancashire, 8.W., Southport): 
Her Majesty’s Government have not yet 
been informed that the clause in ques- 
tion has been abandoned. 

i 


BEHRING SEA CLAIMS. 

Sin G. SS. BADEN-POWELL: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Fareign Affairs what is the present 
position of the Bill which was recently 
introduced into Congress by Senator 
Lodge for appropriating funds to pay to 
Canadian sealers the amount of damages 
awarded by the recent Joint Commission 
acting under the award of the Paris 
Arbitration! 


Mr. CURZON: Provision for pay- 
ment has been made by an Amend- 
ment introduced by the Senate in a Bill 
from the House of Representatives called 
the Sundry Civil Appropriation Bill. 
This Bill, which provides for a great 
number and variety of charges, is now in 
conference of both Houses. 


ST. CUTHBERT’S, KENSINGTON. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether, in view of the occurrences 
which have recently taken place in St. 
Cuthbert’s, Kensington, the Government 
will consider the expediency of appoint- 
ing a Royal Commission to inquire into 
the subject, and to devise means for main- 
taining the Protestant constitution of the 
Church as defined by its articles and 
formularies? 
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cumstances, he will give facilities for the 


discussion on an early day of the Mid- 


cannot think it possible that the consti- | wives’ Registration Bill, now awaiting its 


tution of the Church as defined by its 
articles and formularies is in any danger. 

Mr. S. SMITH: I beg to give notice that 
in consequence of this reply I will move 
for a Royal Commission to inquire into the 
alarming growth of Romish doctrine and 
ritual in the Church of England. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN SCOTCH 
WATERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, having regard to 
the fact that 33 per cent. of the masters 
of vessels convicted of illegal trawling in 
Scottish waters during the years 1896 
and 1897 elected to go to prison rather 
than pay the fines imposed, will he con- 
sider the advisability of so amending the 
provisions of section 10 of sub-section 6 
of the Sea Fisheries Regulations (Scot- 
land) Act, 1895, that in such cases penal- 
ties may be imposed on the cwners of the 
offending trawlers as well as on the 
masters? 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: This Question should be ad- 
dressed to the Lord Advocate. 


Mr. WEIR: But the right honourable 
Gentleman referred me to the First Lord 
of the Treasury. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Very well, I will consider the 
matter. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he is aware that a large number of deaths 
of mothers and infants are annually 
proved at inquests to be the result of the 
employment of ignorant and untrained 
midwives, and that this is the only civi- 
lised country in which such entirely 
untrained and unqualified action is per- 
mitted; and whether, under these cir- 


Second Reading? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: As the honourable Member is 
quite aware, it is impossible to make 
exceptions in the case of any particular 
private Members’ Bills. 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS DEBATE. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the appeal made by 
him to the Leader of the Opposition and 
others not to discuss the general conduct 
of Foreign Affairs during the year in the 
absence of the Under Secretary of State 
on the occasion on which the China policy 
was discussed, he will give the earliest 
Supply day, after such necessary Irish 
business as has been the subject of an 
understanding has been disposed of, to 
the Foreign Office Vote? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am afraid I can only give the 
right honourable Baronet the same 
answer as yesterday. I think we must 
defer until the proper time more nearly 
approaches any decision as to what 
Supply will be taken. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE: The under- 
standing being that the two Fridays are 
promised at present? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Yes, Sir. 


POST OFFICE ESTIMATES, 


Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury when the Post 
Office Estimates will be taken? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The answer to the last Question 
applies to this. 


Mr. CLANCY: Will the right honour- 





able Gentleman undertake the Vote shall 
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not be taken until the question of the 
[rish mails has been determined one way 
or the other? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am afraid I know too little 
about the details to give that under- 
taking. 


QUEEN’S COUNTY BOUNDARY. 

Mr. CREAN (Queen’s Co., Ossory): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a memorial from the Roscrea 
Union, signed by clergymen of various 
«denominations and influential ratepayers, 
requesting him to amend the Local 
Gevernment (Ireland) Bill so that a union 
may be in more than two counties, and 
to add the Kyle electoral division of the 
Urlingford Union to Roscrea, so as to 
make that portion of the union in the 
“Queen’s County sufficiently large to form 
a district council, thereby obviating the 
necessity of changing the present boun- 
dary of the county ; and whether he will 
favourably consider the memorial? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
memorial has been received and will be 
considered. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Sim B. W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston) : 
1 beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that 
the Friendly Societies are very anxious 
that the Report of the Old Age Pensions 
Commission should be made public before 
their meetings at Whitsuntide, in order 
that it may be generally discussed ; and 
whether he can hold out hopes that it 
will be presented and published before 
the rising of the House for the Whitsun- 
tide Recess? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I hear that this Report has been 
drafted, and is now being discussed by 
the Commission. I cannot state the 
exact date at which it will be presented. 


Mr. Clancy. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


Considered in Committee 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 


Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and Mans, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 


Question again proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 
annual payment, out of the Consolidated 
Fund, to the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account 
in pursuance of any Act of the present Session 
for amending the law relating to local govern- 
ment in Ireland, and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith—(a) of a sum not exceeding 
one-half of the amount certified to be taken 
as having been raised in the whole of Ireland 
by poor rate and county cess off agricultural 
land during the twelve monihs ending, as 
regards poor rate, on September 29, 1897, 
and, as regards county cess, on June 30, 1897; 
(b) of a sum not exceeding the amount which 
may be ascertained to be the proceeds in the 
previous financial year of certain local taxa- 
tion licences in Ireland; (c) of a sum of 
£79,000."—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This 
Resolution naturally divides itself into 
two separate parts, which have no rela- 
tion one to another. The first portion 
proposes to give to the local taxation 
account of Ireland a sum analogous to 
the sum granted under the English Act 
to England ; and, although there are some 
questions that must be raised in connec- 
tion with this portion of the Resolution, 
they are not of so wide-reaching or 
important a character as the questions 
to be raised in connection with the 
second part. The grant is to be half 
the amount which is estimated to have 
been raised in Ireland during a certain 
specified year by poor rate and county 
cess off agricultural land. That lays 
down the general principle that the 
grant-in-aid is to apply only to agricul- 
tural land, and, of course, that principle 
will be, on the whole, agreed to. We 
expect that the grant must be based on 
the same lines as the English grant, but 
a variety of questions will be raised as 
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to the method by which the grant will 
actually be ascertained. With regard to 
this first portion of the Resolution, the 
only real question which requires to be 
discussed at this stage is the question 
of the year which has been selected as 
the standard year. With reference to 
the second part of the Resolution, 1 
think we have some ground rightly to 
complain that the Government have 
placed before us no figures. We are 
entitled to assume, and must assume, that 
the Government have had some reason 
for selecting the year ending in 1897, 
but we have from the Government no 
firures on which they have based that 
decision. On what ground has the 


Government selected that year? I have | 


looked into the matter as carefully as 
possible in the absence of Government 


figures, and I am not prepared to main- | 


tain the proposition that some other 


year ought to be selected ; nor am I pre- 
pared to support the proposal, put for- | 


ward on a previous occasion, that we 
should substitute for this particular year 


an average of years. But I think we are | 


entitled to know from the Government 
the grounds upon which they have 
selected the year 1897. We know that 
in many unions this selection will do 
ereat injustice. In the case of the Miil- 
street Union a curious state of things 


exists, because there the poor law cuar- | 
dians of the union, by economy and care- | 


ful administration, had, on the eve of 
this particular year, accumulated a 
balance to their credit of over £2,000, 
and having that surplus, they very 
properly struck a half rate. The result 


is that this unfortunate union, as a 


reward for good administration, will now 
be cut down to one-half the relief given 
to extravagant unions. That appears to 
be an exceedingly hard case. I am not 
prepared to maintain that because this 
Resolution in its present shape would 
inflict a monstrous injustice on the Mill- 
street Union and others, therefore 
we are to repeal the whole system. We 
are hound to consider the effect upon the 
whole country, and not upon any one 
district, and I admit that, as far as 1 
have been able to look into the subject, 
the tendency of local taxation in Ireland 
of late years has been steadily upwards, 
and that, as regards the whole country, 
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the latest year taken by the Government 
is, on the whole, the best year for the 
country at large. I have been looking 
into the local taxation returns in the 
hope of getting some light on the ques- 
tion, because it is one of vital importance 
to us to know what the effect of the 
selection of this particular year will be. 
| tind, according to the Local Taxation 
Returns for the year 1896, at page 9, 
that the net amount to be levied in 1896 
was £1,280,577. This alludes, I think, 
to the year ending June, 1897, but I am 
not quite clear on that point. It is also 
stated that the amount to be levied in 
i896 shows a decrease of £42,735 on the 
amount of the levy of 1895. It appears, 
for some curious reasons, that 1896 was 
|an abnormal year. There was a falling 
off in the amount of presentments to be 
levied, as apart from the contributions 
lof the Government of this sum of 
£42,735. That raises an important ques- 
tion, because if it should be shown that 
there was, for some transitory causes, a 
|fall in the levy of this amount in the 
year selected by the Government, that 
imakes it more evident that the Govern- 
iment are treating the Irish Members 
unfairly in not setting before them the 
figures upon which they based their 
estimates. For I have always found, no 
matter how carefully a private Member 
may investigate these returns, he is 
always bound to be tripped up. It is, 
| therefore, essential that these figures 
should be laid before the House with all 
ithe authority of the Government. 1 
jhave already directed the attention of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland to the state- 
;ment contained in the Local Taxation 
| Returns to the effect that the county cess 
to be levied for 1896 was less than the 
cess for 1895 by £42,735. If we look 
at the other side of the picture we find 
that, taking a number of years, the 
increase in the county cess has been con- 
| tinuous and large. I turn for a moment, 
| because this is an extremely important 
| question, to the Report on Local Govern- 
iment and Taxation in Ireland by Mr. Wil- 
'liam O’Brien. Mr. O’Brien goes into 
'this question at great length, and 
|his Report shows that the history 
lof these charges from 1850 to 1891, 


| 
ithe year of the Report, has been 


| om 
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one of progressive increase, more 
especially with regard to the unions. 
Mr. O’Brien’s Report shows that in 20 
years up to 1876 the county cess had 
increased by something like £200,000, 
and that the increase took place in face 
of a diminution of population amounting 
to nearly a million and a half. That is 
the history of the county cess in Ireland 
during these 20 years, but, looking at 
the last local taxation Returns which are 
available, we find fhe grand jury cess for 
1896 amounted to £1,518,789, a further 
increase since 1876 of about £200,000, 
and that also with a further decrease ‘n 
population of about three-quarters of a 
million. Therefore, we are entitled to 
assume that in spite of the decrease in 
the population, the local taxes in Ire- 
land continue to increase. In England, 


as I have been given to understand, the 
rural rates are not increasing. 


AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: 


increasing ! 


Mr. DILLON: Yes; but in many 
parts of England there has been an 
increase in the population, but in Ireland 
there is a decrease, yet the rates are 
higher. I have already referred to the 
grand jury cess for 1897, and I only wish 
to add that of the sum of £1,518,789, 
io which it amounts, £177, 589 is due to 
the maintenance of lunatic asylums, 
which is a rapidly increasing charge. We 
have, therefore, this fact before us, that 
in Ireland is given in the 1896 Return at 
rapidly increasing charge in spite of a 
decreasing population ; and there is also 
this remarkable fact, of which I expect 
some explanation from the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, that in this particular 
year, as far as I can make out the 
Returns, there was an abnormal drop 
of £42,735 in the cess. The county cess 
in Ireland is given in the 1896 Retura 
2s. Ojd. in the £, as against Is. 10d. 
in the £ 20 years ago. This Bill pro- 
poses to transfer the whole burden of the 
poor rate in the future from the owner to 
the occupier. In 1851 the poor rate in 
Ireland amounted to £513,048 per 
annum, the population then being clos> 
upon 7,000,000 of people. In 1876, 
according to the figures given in Mr. 
O’Brien’s Report, the outlay for all pur- 

Mr. Dillon. 
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poses of poor law organisation amounted 
to £1,045,000, so that in these 26 years, 
from 1851 to 1876, the union charges 
in Ireland had practically doubled, 
although the population had decreased 
by 2,000,000. The total charge at the 
present time for poor law purposes is 
£1,455,000, which is more than 
£400,000 increase as compared with 
1876. Before passing from _ this 
part of the Resolution I would suggest, 
for the consideration of the Committee, 
that it might be advisable to do one of 
two things: either allow some elasticity 
with regard to the grant, or allow, in 
respect of the agricultural grant, a cer- 
tain margin to meet the increase we are 
entitled to calculate upon. I now turn 
to the second part of the Resolution, 
which, in my opinion, is more important 
than the first part, because it stands 
on an entirely different basis. A Budget 
has been presented which is expected to 
balance, and if it does not and the cal- 
culations are incorrect, the unfortunate 
ratepayers of Ireland will have to suffer 
from any miscalculation of the Govern- 
ment, and may sufier very severely 
indeed. In order to make the point 
clear, I turn to the speech of the right 
honourable Gentleman in introducing the 
Irish Local Government Bill. Here is 
what he says with regard to the second 
portion of this Resolution— 


“The proceeds of the local licences were, by 
the English Act of 1881, transferred to the local 
authorities, in lieu of certain Grants-in-Aid 
annually voted by Parliament. It is proposed 
to do the same in Ireland. But there is this 
difference between the case of Ireland and the 
case of Great Britain. In Great Britain the pro- 
ceeds of the local licences covered the Grants- 
in-Aid, with a considerable margin to spare. In 
Ireland the proceeds of the licences amount +o 
about £200,000, whereas the Grants in Aid, mn 
respect of the maintenance of certain poor law 
charges, amount to £44,000.” 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY 10 THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
Geratp W. Batrour, Leeds, Central): 
I should explain that I have only 
within the last two or three days 
looked over the report of my speech in 
“ Hansard,’ and that portion of it is so 
very badly reported there that it is 
almost unintelligible. 


Mr. DILLON: It is a pity the right 
honourable Gentleman did not mention 
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that when he was introducing the Resolu- 
tion, because it is rather hard, I think, 
to ask us to pass a Resolution, which, as 
regards this first portion of it, will tie 
our hands absolutely as to the future 
if we vote in its favour, that we should 
be told that we really do not know what 
the proposals of the Government are, 
because the right honourable Gentle- 
man’s speech has been so badly reported 
* Hansard.” It is proposed by this Bill 
to . withdraw certain grants, which last 
year amounted to £244,000, and in lieu 
oi these grants to give Ireland the pro- 
duce of certain local licences estimated 
to amount to £200,000, leaving a defi- 
ciency of £44,000, which will be met out 
of a grant of £79,000 from the Exche- 
quer. Out of the remaining £35,000 is 
to be defrayed: first, one-half of the 
salary of a trained nurse in every union 
in Ireland; secondly, relief in respect 
of harbour and railway charges; and, 
thirdly, any excess in the charges 
caused by the transfer of lunatics from 
the to the asylums. If I 
am rightly informed, this revenue from 
the local in the case of 
England, more than adequate. With 
regard to Ireland, however, I maintain 
that the margin of £35,000 is insuffi- 
cient for the provision of trained nurses 
for relief in respect of harbour and rail- 
way charges, and for the transfer of 
lunatics ; and before two or three years 
are over it will be more than eaten 
up. But that is not nearly the whole of 
the case. Taking the question of the 
grants-in-aid, I find that £244,000 is set 
down as a fixed sum; evidently on the 
assumption that the local licence revenue 
remains at £200,000 a year. But grants- 
in-aid are not a fixed sum; they are 
rapidly expanding. The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, on Clause 9 of the Bill, laid 
special stress on the fact that, if we 
want local control of the lunatic asylums, 
we must have local burdens; but, under 
Clause 9, the Government takes the most 
absolute power to the Lord Lieutenant 
to make requisitions which much be paid 
by the county councils, no matter what 
additional burden is cast upon them. 
Anyone who studies this clause will see 
that the intention is to effect consider- 
able improvement in the condition df the 
lunatics—their accommodation, the sani- 


workhouses 


licences was, 
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tary arrangements, and general treat- 
ment, which must be raised to a higher 
level. I agree with that view, but it 
will cast a great additional burden on the 
ratepayers. Reading Clause 9 by the 
experience of past years, we are bound 
to look forward to, and calculate upon, a 
yast increase in the number of lunatics 
in the district asylums in Ireland. Yet 
in this Budget, which was set forth in 
the speech of the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
there is not a single shilling provided 
for this increase. The right honourable 
Gentleman provides for relief in respect 
of district railways and of harbours, for 
the payment of one-half of the salary 
of the nurses appointed by poor law 
unions, and he makes what I consider 
an insufficient provision for the transfer 
to the asylums of pauper lunatics now 
in the workhouses; but he makes no 
provision for the rapidly increasing 
charge in respect of lunatics in the dis- 
trict asylums. I think I have shown 
that this is a Budget which requires 
careful consideration. The Government are 
proposing to shunt on to the shoulders 
of the ratepayers of Ireland respon- 
sibilities which, if retained by the central 
Government, might entail heavier bur- 
dens ; and it is for this reason I complain 
that the Government have not founded 
their proposals on proper and satisfac- 
tory figures. I hope the right honour- 
able Gentleman, if he cannot see his 
way to meet our view with regard to 
the first part of this Budget, he will 
alter its provisions so as to give a more 
real surplus. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It may 
possibly save time if I reply at once to 
the speech of the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo. The _ honour- 
able Member complains that I have 

no for the 
1896-7 as the standard year, and 
that the Government have given no 
figures. The Member also 
seems to think that the Government have 
kept to themselves such figures as wea 
based our choice of that year upon, be- 
cause we thought that that year would 
give Ireland a smaller grant than would 
have been given if the Government had 
chosen another year. 

2M 2 


given reasons choosing 


year 


honourable 
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Mr. DILLON: I did not say that; 
on the contrary, I said that my impres- 
sion, gathered from a study of the figures, 
was that the year 1896-7 was better 
than any previous year. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
wish to misrepresent the honourable 
Gentleman, but I gathered from his 
speech that he said that year would 
give Ireland a smaller grant. As a 
matter of fact, the Government have 
kept back no figures, and our choice of 
the year 1896-7 had no relation what- 
ever to any available figures. 
that year on the grounds which I have 


We chose 


already clearly stated in the House in 
answer to questions put to me from the 
Benches opposite. We had two reasons 
for choosing that year. In the first 
place, it must be remembered that 
order to ascertain what the amount of 
the agricultural grant was, very elaborate 
calculations, which took many months io 
carry out, were necessary; and it was 
not unnatural, therefore, that we should 
choose as the standard year the year 
for which the figures were available. 
That year was the year 1896-7, In 
addition to that, as I explained, we had 
further reasons. In England the year 
chosen for measuring that grant was the 
financial year before that in which the 
Bill was passed. We have special 
reasons for being unable to take a later 
year than 1896-7. We had this addi- 
tional reason, that if we had done so the 
effect would have been that guardians 
and grand jurors would have been 
enabled to strike a rate after the inten- 
tions of the Government were known, 
and it would have been almost impos 
sible, in these circumstances, to resist the 
temptation—I have good reason to know 
that even before the intentions of the 
Government were known the tempta- 
tion was not resisted—of raising a larger 
rate than would have been absolutely 
necessary for the service of the year, 
merely in order to establish a claim for 
a larger grant than would otherwise have 
been necessary. It was on these two 
grounds that we chose the year 1896-7, 
and if I were asked to say whether the 
year 1896-7 would produce a better or 
a worse result for Ireland than, 


in 
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say, an average of the three pre- 
ceding years, or the year 1897-8 
I should find it difficult, even now, 
to give a reply to the question. 
As regards the poor rate, I have before 
me the figures for the three years 1894, 
1895, and 1896, and the average of these 
years was £1.055,558. If we compare 
that average with the amount raised in 
the standard year, 1296-7, we find it is 
almost exactly the same—namely, 
£1,035,517. With regard to the county 
cess, these are the figures: The amount 
collected in 1894, excluding Dublin, Cork, 
and Limerick—because there it is no‘ 
county cess, but presentments levied in 
lieu of county cess—was £1,217,426 ; in 
1895, £1,263,839; and in 1896, 
£1,259,496. For the standard year, 
1897, we have not yet got the figures of 
the amount collected, but only of the 
amount £1,322,799 ; 
but as far as I can judge, the amount 
assessed and the amount collected bear 
no definite or clear relation each 
other. The amount ccllected is not yet 
known, and I am not able to judge what 
it will be from the amount to be levied, 
These figures will show that the Gover: 
ment have no sinister intention in choos- 
ing this year 1896-7, and the Committee 
will agree, I think, that the reasons given 
for choosing that year are amply suff- 
cient. That is not all. The honourable 
Member for East Mayo complains that 
these figures will bear hardly upon some 
particular unions, and, no doubt, that is 
But take the figures of any giver 
year, and they will be found to bear 
hardly on particular unions, but, no 
doubt, also they will be found to be 
favourable to cther But I doe 
not gather that the honourable Member 
himself is in favour of remedying inequali- 
ties of that kind by reference to a 
standard or average year. On the con- 
trary, he expressly disclaimed that. The 
honourable Member has not observed the 
words of the Bill: “The amounts to be 
taken for the purpose of this Act as 
having been raised”—not the amount 
raised, but the amounts taken to have 
been raised; and that is the exact lan- 
euage of the English Agricultural Rates 
Act of 1896—language of a sufficiently 


elastic character to enable the Govern- 
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exceptional circumstances. That was| there has been in 10 years a consider- 
done in England, and will also be done | able expansion, and I have no reason to 
in Ireland. But I would remind the} believe that the expansion will not con- 
honourable Member that, if special cir-| tinue. But take that amount of £45,000, 
cumstances are taken into account in| by which the proceeds of the local 
one direction, it will be necessary to take licences have increased, and it will, I think, 
them into account in another direction ; | completely wipe out the amount of 
and, while some unions may suffer hard- | increase of the capitation grant for 
ship on the actual figures of 1896-7,| lunatics during the same period. There 
and if that hardship is diminished by | is one point to which I wish particularly 
the Local Government Board taking into | to call the attention of the Committee, 
account any special circumstances in that | 22d it is this: in 1888 and in 1890 
direction, on the other hand, the Board | ¢ettain Measures were _passed handing 
will equally have to consider whether | 0Ver to the local authorities in England 
there are any circumstances in relation | #%4 Scotland certain sums in respect of 
to other unions which make in another| Prebate duties, Customs and Excise 
direction. So much for the first part of duties, and local licences, and the 
the honourable Member’s speech. I come —— handed veep) to England and Scot- 
now to the second part—that dealing with ae 3% repent of Probate duties and 
the substitution cf the proceeds of the Excise and Customs have their 
local licences, and the fixed grant of |°°Unterpart in Ireland also. But the 

= local licence proceeds handed over at 
that time to Scotland and England were 
not handed over te Treland, the reason 
being that England and Scotland had 
received local government on a popular 
basis, which was not at that time given 
to Ireland. It was not at that time in 
immediate contemplation to give local 
government to Ireland; at all events, 
Ireland was differently treated as regards 
these local licences, but was not alto- 
| gether forgotten. There was, as the 
mated to produce in the coming year | honourable Member for East Mayo has 
£200,000, leaving a deficiency cf] said, a margin over the grants-in-aid 
£14,000. It is proposed that that] siven to England and Scotland from the 
£44,000 should be met by a grant from proceeds of local licences, amounting to 
the Consolidated Fund, and, over and| £418,000. The total amount of orants- 
above that grant, that there should be | in-aid discontinued at that time in Eng- 
a further grant of £55,000. The burden |Jand and Seotland was £2.000,000, and 
of the honourable Member’s complaint} the proce:ds of the licence duties 
appears to be that in England there is} were £3,318,000, and Ireland received 
a surplus in the proceeds of the local] in respect of that margin of the 
licences without having resort to an proceeds of the local Jicences over 
additional local grant; that there is| the discontinued grants-in-aid an equiva- 


7 } 
a surplus Oovet 


the grants-in-aid] lent ‘erant of £40,009. Therefore it 


£79,000 for grants-in-aid hitherto made 
to Ireland out of voted money. The 
statement made by the honorable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo on our general pro- 
posals was, I tiimk, correct. What it 
came to is this: there are certain special 
grants-in-aid made to Ireland at the 
present time out of the Votes. These 
grants amount to £244,000, of which the 
principal item is £144,000 for lunatic 
asylums. The local licences were esti- 





civen up to that time ; and, further, that | would have becn, from the point of view 
the proceeds of the local licences in Eng- | of the equivalent grant, perfectly just if 
land are an expanding amount. So, I/in this year, when we were passing a 
believe, it will be found to be in Treland. | Local Government Bill for Treland, we 


I have not vet ¢ the figures for} had applied exactly the same Measure 
which the honourable Member asked at|to Tveland as to England—if we had 
Question time to-day, but I believe. I| merely paid to Ireland exactly the sum 
am correct in saying that in 1888, 10}/which would cover the grants-in-aid 
years ago, the proceeds of the local} hitherto paid to Ireland. It would have 
licences in Ireland, estimated to-day |been fair to do it, because Ireland’s 
at £200,009, weuld have been only | “pull,” if IT may use the expression, had 
£155,000. Lookine, therefore, at the} already been given to her in 1891, when 
proceeds of the local licences alone,| she received this Exchequer grant. But 


| 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer has not | the Bill, to give any reply at all to 
dealt with Ireland in that way; he has|it. Now, Sir, I turn to the speech 
not taken into consideration that Ireland | delivered by the Leader of the House 
had already received an equivalent in|at Manchester, about the beginning of 
respect to the surplus which England |the year, for some explanation of his 
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and Scotland obtained by having local 
licences substituted for grantsin-aid. 
On the contrary, he has allowed to Ire- 
land £35,000, calculated in this way: 
the margin which England and Scotland 
received, by the substitution of local 
licence proceeds for grants-in-aid, 
amounted to 14} per cent. of those 
grants-in-aid, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, notwithstanding that Ireland 
had already received her share, has 
allowed £35,000, which is exactly the 
same proportion—14}$ per cent.—of the 
total grants-in-aid discontinued. There- 
fore, that £35,000 is, in reality, a free 
grant to Ireland, in respect to which 
England and Scotland have received 
nothing. I do not know if I have made 
it clear to the Ccmmittee, but I affirm 
most distinctly that, so far from Treland 
having been treated in a nigvardly 
manner in connection with this Bill, she 
has been most generously treated; and, 
as regards the agricultural grant, Ire- 
land, being mainly an_ agricultural 
country, has gained enormously more in 
proportion from that grant. than Eng- 
Iand or Scotland; and in respect to the 
substitution of the local licence pro- 
ceeds for fixed grant erants- 
in-aid, she has also been generously 
treated, because she has been able to get 
the margin twice over. 


*Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): Mr. Lowther, I very much regret 
that the right honourable Gentleman did 
not give any answer to my Amendment 
relating to this grant on the Second 
Reading. He allowed the Amendment to 
be divided on without discussion. Then 
he had an opportunity of giving us the 
figures which he now states are perfectly 
unintelligible from the report of his 
speech in “ Hansard.” This enormous sum 
which it is proposed to give to Ireland is 
equivalent to nearly sixpence per head on 


a for 


child in England, Scotland, and Wales. 
The right honourable Gentleman did not 
think it worth while, when I moved my 
Amendment on the Second Reading of 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


|policy, and we are told—it may 
hepeve from my Irish Friends on this 
|matter—that, in the opinion of the 
|Government and in the opinion of the 
{Leader of the House, Ireland has no 
|claim to this immense sum in the sense 
ithat it is a money debt, due to her 
\from England and Scotland. That 
| being so, I wanted, on the Second Read- 
| ing of the Bill, to get some explanation as 
|to why this immense annual sum was to 
ibe paid, but no explanation was vouch- 
| safed. I think it is being paid for the 
|purposes of political corruption—as a 
i bribe to certain classes in Ireland to 
|accept the Local Government Bill. Now, 
|Sir, for my own part, I think that if this 
| Bill is a just and a right Bill, it does 
inot want this great gilding of £700,000 
/a year, because we were also told by the 
|Leader of the House that there is no 
|inequality and no grievance in connec- 
|tion with the local taxation of Ireland. 
|The Leader of the House told us, that 
|when the question was raised by the 
|honourable and learned Member for 
|Londonderry in May, 1896, and only 
yesterday the right honourable Gentle- 
|man informed me, in reply to a question, 
ithat the Rating Commissioners w>re to 
ibe sent to Ireland to inquire into the 
incidence of local taxation in that coun- 
itry. At the same time, the Government, 
| before that Commission went to Ireland, 
‘are actually proposing to relieve Irish 
‘landlords and tenants—principally, as I 
shall show in a few minutes, Irish land- 
lords—of an enormous burden of local 
‘taxation, when they themselves do not 
| know whether it is fair or not. Surely 
\the right method would have been to 
‘have fan inquiry first and _legisiation 
lafterwards, but now we are to have legis- 
‘lation first and an inquiry afterwards. I 

the stress of 


leannot but think that it is 
kept the 
from this question, 


\foreign affairs that has 


| public attention away 
| . 
\for I well recollect the enormous interest 


| e 
aa . ‘taken in the proposal of Mr. Gladstone 
tne taxation of every man, woman, and | 


‘to endow an Irish Parliament with less 
‘than £500,000, and how platforms 
throughout the country were made to re- 
sound by honourable Gentlemen opposite 
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in denunciation of it. This grant is not 
a debt, as the First Lord of the 
Treasury has told us plainly, due from 
England and Scotland to Ireland. What 
is it! I hardly like to call it a charitable 
contribution, because one does not care 
to use the word charity in regard to a 
nation like Ireland, though the condition 
of her people has been reported on this 
year by Professor Long in the Manches- 
ter Guardian as something terrible. I 
took a particular interest in these 
reports by Professor Long, as_ he 
was the gentleman I had the honour 
of fighting at the last election. 
He is a strong Unionist, and would not 
colour things in favour of the Liberal 
Party. Professor Long says that during 
five weeks spent in Ireland he did not 
see a single loaf of bread, nor a piece 
of butter, nor a bit of meat in the cot- 
tages of these poor people in the west 
of Ireland, upon whose condition he was 
asked to report. I am paraphrasing his 
remarks, as I wish to save time, but I 
have the report here, and will gladly 
read it if any honourable Member wishes 
me to do so. Professor Long said that, 
in those cottages in the west of Ireland, 
on only two occasions did he see any- 
thing better than potatoes, and that was 
a kind of appetising compound called 
“stirabout,’ made of Indian meal and 
water. What share will these poor 
people get out of this enormous grant? 
They will only get a very few shillings ; 
indeed, their share may be almost 
reckoned in pence. The county cess is 
about two shillings in the pound, half 
of which will be paid by the State. That 
being so, those who hold land in Ireland 
at less than £4 yearly valuation—the 
number is, I believe, 127,000—who now 
pay eight shillings in county cess, 
or have it paid for them by 
the landlord, will be relieved to 
the extent of four shillings. There are 
many occupiers whose annual valuation is 
less than £1, and in the Fry Commission 
Report it is stated that in one parish in 
the west of Ireland the whole of the 
tenants have only a valuation of seven- 
teen shillings per annum each. Now 
what share will these poor people get out 
of this large grant? It can, as I have 
said, be reckoned in pence. When we 
turn to the other side of the picture we 
find how much the landlords will get out 
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of it. Now I have taken some trouble 
to obtain figures from Thom’s Official 
Directory, which, I am informed, are 
reliable. I cannot get the figures of the 
rentals of Irish landiords fer the past 
few years, and I have only been able to 
get the valuation of 1873 from Thom’s 
Directory. I have taken off 25 per cent. 
from this valuation for agricultural de- 
pression, and I find that twelve Irish land- 
lords with an average rental drawn from 
Ireland of £31,897 per year each will get, 
in poor rates, direct into their pocket— 
half the poor rate having been trans- 
ferred from the landlords to the State— 
no lessasum than £1,062 each per annum. 
These enormously wealthy men, who are 
already drawing over £30,000 a year in 
rents from Ireland, are to receive the 
amount I have mentioned under this 
grant. That is a state of things which 
I can hardly imagine will be regarded as 
a fair and equitable distribution of the 
grant to the Irish people. I take one 
or two individual instances. Individual 
instances are always invidious, and I do 
not want to make any special point re- 
garding them. The Marquess of Down- 
shire has a rental of £68,642 a year. He 
will get in poor rate under the grant 
£2,288 direct into his pocket, and he 
will get prospectively in regard to county 
cess £3,432 a year more, making a total 
of £5,720 a year added to the value of 
his property. It is a far cry from the 
west of Ireland to the West-end of 
London. I come from the west of Ire- 
land, and contrast the share which the 
poor starvelings on the western coast will 
get out of this grant with that which the 
Duke of Devonshire will receive. The 
Irish rental of the Duke of Devonshire is 
£25,745. He will get direct as poor rate 
£858, and £1,287 prospectively as 
county cess, which must add to the annual 
value of his property. 


CotoneL WARING (Down, N.): The 
honourable Member forgets the Land 
Commission. 


*Mr. LAMBERT: I do not forget any- 
thing at all, because I know perfectly 
well, and honourable Members know per- 
fectly well, that if land pays a certain 


charge, and if that charge is re 
moved, that land must certainly increase 


The recent Report of the Fry 


in value. 
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Commission shows that the condition of 
things in Ireland is a disgrace to any 
country. The dual system of ownership 
cannot last. It must be replaced by a 
system of purchase, and when the time 
for purchase comes, if the tenant has not 
to pay so much rates he has to pay more 
for his holding. I have given the case 
of the Duke of Devonshire. Iwill now 
give the case of another Member of the 
Cabinet- -the Marquess of Lansdowne. 
His Iris rental is £23,652. His share 
of the poor rate, direct, mind you, will 
be £783 a year, and prospectively in 
county cess £1,182 a year. These two 
landlords are Members of the present 
Cabinet, but I do not for one moment 
suggest tht they would be influenced by 
any perso..al consideration of £1,000 or 
in vard to their public policy, 
because the amount they will 
from this grant is but a drop in the 
bucket when compared with their vast 
But I can only take the 
facts as they stand. Having taken two 
Members cf the present Government, I 
will take another landlord 
Member of a previous Government—the 
Marquess of Londonderry. His Irish 
rental is £27,909, and he will receive in 
poor rate £930, and prospectively as 
county cess £1,395. I do say that that 
is monsirous waste, and a perversion of 
public money, If this matter could have 

lered in the country it would 
never have been allowed for one moment. 
I do not understand honourable Gentle- 
men opposite being so willing to vote this 
money to these Iandlords. For my part, 
I do not wish for a better electioneering 
placard than these figures supply. You 
are shovelling money into the hands of 
these enormously rich men, not for any 
great pubhe duty they have performed, 
but merely for the purpose of buy- 
ing their permission to Local 
Government Bill for Ireland, which 
every Party agrees is just and necessary, 
and which the Unionist Party promised 
twelve years ago. These are not isolated 
instances—there are many landlords in 
Ireland with incomes of £10,000 a year. 
There is one gentleman I must mention 
nay familiar to the 
honourable Member for South Tvrone and 
to other honourable Members—-| 
Ded 
25 per cent. of the valuation of 
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of this grant will be £520 direct 
into his pocket, and £780 in prospective 
to be added to the annual value of his 
estate. I would ask the Chief Secretary, 
or any other Member of the House, what 
has the Marquess of Clanricarde done for 
this Government, or for the people of 
this country, that £1,300 a year should 
be added to the annual value of his pro- 
perty! Why, Sir, we know perfectly 
well that the honourable Member for 
South Tyrone once said that he 
would expropriate him; and _ now, 
forsooth, he is a Member of the 
Government that are not going to 
expropriate the Marquess of Clanri- 
carde, but are actually going to endow 
him with £1,300 a year. What was it 
for? For what was the Government 
to bribe the Marquess of Clanricarde? 
Is it merely that this gentleman will 
give you permission to pass a Local 
Government Bill for Ireland! Must this 
Imperial Parliament, in order to enact 
a just and necessary law, confer a per- 
petual pension on Lord Clanricarde of 
from £3 to £4 a day for the rest of his 
natural life, and, as the lawyers say, to his 
heirs and assigns for ever. I have no 
doubt whatever that the ancestors of Lord 
Clanricarde were bribed at the end of last 
century to take away part of the liberties 
of the Irish people, and now Lord Clan- 
ricards himself must be bribed to restore 
to them a portion of their lost liberties. 
I protest, and will continue to protest— 
although I am sorry my protest will not 
have much effect in this House—against 
this profligate waste of public money. It 
seems to be like Tammany Hall. We know 
from the present Secretary of State for 
India what the intentions of the Govern- 
ment are. He says the Government will 
safeguard and protect the interests 
of their own friends. They are 
doing it with a vengeance. I say, if 
the boss of Tammany Hall were about to 
retire, that could not make 
a better selection for a new boss than 
from one of the Gentlemen on the 
Front Bench opposite. The Irish 
contribution to this Imperial Parlia- 
will enormously decreased 
this grant. Lord Farrer 
in Report that a fair 
annual contribution from Ireland to the 
Imperial Exchequer would be something 
like one-twentieth, which would be about 
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£3,000,000. Ireland now only con- 
tributes £2,000,000, and in future will 
only contribute £1,250,000 per annum. 
Although we are giving this enormous 
sum, I am sure there is not a single Irish 
Member who will say that it is any 
remedy for the over-taxation of Ireland. 
I have a leaflet in my hand which has 
been issued by the Irish Financial 
Relations Committee, which states 
that the increase in taxation since the 
years inquired into by the Royal Com- 
mission is £600,000, while there has 
been a decrease in the taxable capacity 
of Ireland, and that, therefore, at the 
best, the agricultural grant only removes 
this additional injustice, and leaves the 
frish grievance where it was when the 
Commission reported. If that be so, 
this is not a remedy for an Irish 
grievance. I do not see how it can be 
a remedy, because if there is a grievance, 
it is because the people are poor and 
overtaxed. Surely you cannot remedy 
that by pouring money into the pockets 
of Irish absentee landlords, who live in 
England and spend it in England, and 
whose real interests are in England. 
I, for my part, do not want to 
stand in the way of Ireland getting 
this money. I will willingly vote 
for it provided it is used for some 
useful purpose, and not for the endow- 
ment of rich landlords who neglect their 
duty to Ireland. One cut of every 2) 
of the people of Ireland over five 
years of age are not educated. This 
money, sent into the pockets of the 
Duke of Devonshire, Lord Clanricarde, 
Lord Lansdowne, and other landlords, 
will not educate one single child, and will 
not stop one man or woman from 
emigrating to America. The Chief 
when he introduced his 
Industries Bill, stated that the methods 
of Trish agriculture were wofully back- 
ward, and that, as regards home indus- 
tries, they might be said not to exist. 
Yet he is not going to do cne single thing 
to improve agriculture or to establish 
Trish industries. When he introduced his 
Bill in May, 1896, he said that £150,000 
was the equivalent grant to Ireland as 
regards the English Rating Act. If 
honourable Members will not believe 
their own Leaders I cannot help them. 
I am quoting from the ficures given by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, now 


Secretary, 
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in his place, who, I am sure, will con- 
tradict me if I am wrong. That sum 
was arrived at by taking the proportion 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty— 
namely, 80, 11, and 9. Now, Sir, it 
seems to me that whenever there 
is any grievance the Government do not 
attempt to turn themselves into a con- 
structive agency, they do not endeavour 
to help people to help themselves, but 
what they say is, “How much money do 
you want? Here it is for you.” This Govern- 
ment, instead of being a legislative body, 
has turned itself into a kind of gigantic 
dole-distributing agency. It is doles 
here, doles there, doles everywhere. 1 
protest against it. I do say this money 
would be far better employed if it were 
used for the benefit of the Irish people, 
and for the development of Irish indus- 
tries, instead of being, as it is, used for 
the purpose of buying off the opposition 
of persons who, ii they were reasonable 
ind just, ought to have no objection to 
the extension to Ireland of a similar 
system of local government to that now 
possessed by England. As I understood 
you, Sir, to say you did not wish me to 
move my Amendment now, I will post- 
pone moving it until later. But I will 
protest aa I protested on the Second 
Reading, and as I shall continue to pro- 
test, against this monstrous and wicked 
waste of public money going into the 
pockets of people who do not deserve it. 





Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud 
Division): No one will find any fault with 
the honourable Member for the protest 
he has made on this question of rating. 
He used the word “ endowinent,” he used 
the word “bribery,” and he used the 
word “doles.” Where I isin issue with 
the honourable Member at the outset is 
tfuat there is no question of endowment, 
no question of bribery, and no question 
of deles in those principles of rating as 
publicly applied tc Ireland. We are now 
seeking to put an end to an injustice 
existing in Ireland, which was put an end 
to in Eneland by the Agricultural Rating 
Act of 1896. 

*Mr. LAMBERT: The Leader of the 
House declared during the Debate in 
1896 that there was no injustice and no 
inequality in the incidence of local taxa- 
tion in Ireland. 
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Mr. CRIPPS: The honourable Member 
quite misapprehends the position. As 
regards the question of distribution 
under the 80, 11, and 9 principle that is 
perfectly true, but that is not the question 
we are dealing with here. It is an en- 
tirely different question, viz., whether 
there is any existing injustice as regards 
the taxation of agricultural land in Ire- 
land which ought te be dealt with on the 
same principle as was applied to England 
under the English Act. Before discussing 
that question let me say as a Member 
of the Commission on Local Taxation, to 
which reference has been made more 
than once, that we have had a consider- 
able quantity of evidence as regards Ire- 
land, but that a great deal more is to 
be taken in the future, and therefore as 
regards any opinion I may express on the 
rating point, it must be taken wholly as 
my own individual opinion without any 
reference to what the ultimate report of 
the Commission may be. But let me 
pass for a moment to what I may call the 
two points of prejudice raised by the 
honourable Member. He has mentioned 
by name several large landlords in Ire- 
land whe wil! get considerable sums out 


of this Bill if passed in its present form. 
My answer to that is that if the Bill is 
right and proper that is a mere ques- 
tion of prejudice, and nothing else. 
pose you have a thousand men entitled 
to a remedy as regards the incidence 


Sup- 


of taxation, and suppose nine 
and ninety-nine are very poor, 
thousandth man happens to be wealthy. 
Is that any reason why the nine hundred 
an ninety-nine poor men should be 
kept under the injustice from which they 
are suffering? If the impossible principle 
of the honourable Member were to be 
admitted, that we were not to allow any 
reform on financial questions or on ques- 
tions of rating because perchance a rich 
man here and there may reap the benefit 
as well as an enormous number of pocr 
men, we may as well put a stop to the 
matter once and for ever. It is mere 
prejudice—I use the term again—to refer 
to these landlords who happen to have 
large properties. If the principle is 
right, a large number of poor men are 
suffering under injustice in Ireland, and 
it ought to be extended to Ireland as well 
as to England. What is the answer to 
these statements of endowments, bribes, 


hundred 
and the 
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and doles? It is simply this: Sir Alfred 
Milner, who is now in South Africa, in his 
evidence before the Commission on Agri- 
cultural Depression, showed that in his 
view real property in this country was 
rated at twice the burden other property 
had to bear. For this reason: that 
educational establishmexts and lunatic 
asylums affected the ownezs of personel 
property as well as the owners of real 
property ; the whole of this burden was 
thrown on real property, and you had a 
state of things in which the rating burden 
was twice what it should be as revards 
that particular class. That principle was 
stopped by the Agricultural Rating Act. 
It was not possible to put it right uni- 
versally until a Royal Commission had 
inquired into the matter, but as regards 
agricultural land, the remedy was given 
at once under the Act, as it was more 
depressed at the time. That having beer 
done for England, it is now being done 
for Ireland; and every Irish Member, 
whether he sits on this side of the House 
or the other, agrees that Ireland is 
entitled, as an act of justice, to the same 
remission of burden as regards agricul: 
tural land as that to which England 
had been admitted to be entitled under 
the Agricultural Rating Act of 1896. 
I would ask the honourable Member for 
South Molton to put aside these ques- 
tions of political corruption and preju- 
dice, and if I thought this Bill would 
produce that state of things I should 
vote against it. If I thought it was a 
dole. if J thought it was bribery, I 
should vote against it. I support it for 
this reason—and I think it is a very 
adequate reason—that this remedy as 
regards unjust burdens havinz been 
given in the English Bill, Ireland is 
entitled to the same measure of justice. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): Does the 
honourable Member think that the Irish 
landlords would support the Bill if they 
did not get a bribe? 


Mr. CRIPPS: Yes, I think they 
would; but I am not speaking for the 
Irish landlords, and I have no connection 
with them. 
the matter of justice in this rating ques- 
tion. There is nothing worse in dealing 
with principles than the consideration of 
io whom the benefit goes. There is 


I am simply speaking on 











Ss 2 == eS OS > * 


we wa We 


n 
n 
3. 
g 












873 Local Government (Ireland) {10 May 1898} 


really no worse principle than that. If 
you have got a property to which an 
unfair burden is attached you ought to 
relieve that) injustice irrespective alto- 
gether of the question as to whom the 
immediate benefit goes. Is there any 
honourable Member on our side amongst 
the large number of Unionists who 
desires to support the honourable Mem- 
ber for South Molton in reducing the 
amount given in remission of rating in 
Ireland under this Bill? Will any Irish 
Member get up and say that the amount 
is ioo much? It is only what Ireland is 
entitled to as long as you apply there 
the same principle as you do in the 
Agricultural Ratings Bill in England. 
Let me deal for a moment with the next 
point of the honourable Member for 
South Molton. It does seem to me to 
be important that the principle pro- 
posed by the Government should be 
thoroughly threshed out on this point. 
So far as England is concerned, these 
rates are nearly all paid by the occupier 
—at least, that is, the ordinary incidence 
of taxation in England. But there is a 
difference in Ireland. The county cess 
in Ireland is paid by the occupier, but 
the poor rate is paid partly by the occu- 
pier and partly by the owner. When I 
say this. I mean that it is paid by the 
occupier so far as the land is concerned, 
but he is entitled to make a reduction 
of half out of the rent he pays to his 
landlord or immediate lessor. There- 
fore, we have that difference, and it is a 
very crucial difference. Now what is 
done with the poor rates, to which the 
Member for South Molton special] - 
alluded? At the present time the occu- 
pier has to pay the whole of that rate, 
but he is entitled to deduct half of it 
from the rent,. so that half of it only 
falls on the landlord. But when this 
Bill passes the occupier will be called 
upon only to pay half of it in the first 
instance. Surely it is absolutely fair, as 
provided for in this Bill—and I cannot 
go into the clauses in detai]—that, so 
far as cess is concerned, the benefit 
should go, and be preserved as far as 
pessible, to the occunier. As far as the 
hoor rats is concerned, you merely relieve 
him of paying the full ameunt which he 
used to pay. and he has nothing now to 
deduct. I do not believe that either 
Occupier or owner in these cases 
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ultimately gets the benefit. Of course, 
after a time, whether there is a Land 
Act or not, it seems to me immaterial to 
the point. Sir, there is one other point 
to which I should like to call attention. 
What is to be voted for is this: Sub- 
section A provides that— 


“a sum not exceeding one-half of the amount 
certified to be taken as having been raised in 
the whole of Ireland by poor rate and county 
cess off agricultural land, during the twelve 
months ending, as regards poor rate, on the 
29th September, 1897, and, as regards county 
cess, on the 30th June, 1897.” 


Now agricultural land is treated quite 
differently in this Act to what it is im 
this English Act, and it is entirely in 
favour of Ireland so far as the amount of 
contribution is concerned. There is no 
doubt about it, because I have all the 
statistics before me, and it was 
explained by the Chief Secretary. 
The Act will include in Ireland 
under “agricultural” a species of land 
which is excluded from the English 
Act. Whereas, on the other hand, it ex- 
cludes from the Irish Act land in urban 
districts which is included in the Eng- 
lish Act. Now, if you set the one off 
against the other—I am now dealing 
with the benefit to Ireland—the benefit 
to Ireland as regards the amount con- 
tributed to the Imperial Exchequer will 
be greater under the provisions of this 
Act than if it were paid under the Eng- 
lish Act. So far as that is concerned 
I express my opinion without any doubt 
that the provisions in this Act are really 
more just and fair, more easy to work, 
and more correct in principle, than the 
inadequate provisions in the Agricultural 
Ratings Act passed in 1896. This is 
what I want to peint out for the moment, 
that the change is a benefit to Ireland, 
and whichever way you look at this 
question of the contribution, you will 
really find that Ireland has been most 
generously treated in every possible way- 
As regards generous treatment of this 
kind, to go on talking of prejudice and 
doles and corruption seems to me a 
most illiberal way from an Irish point of 
view, or from any other point of view of 
regarding a proposal of this character. 
When a iarge contribution of this kind, 
removing an injustice which exists at the 
present time, is made, it does seem 2 
most illiberal method to pursue such 
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avguments as those used by the honour- 
able Member for South Molton, and 
not consider at all the question as to 
whether it is just or not. I say that this 
relief ought to fall wpon the man who 
is bearing an unfair burden at the 
moment, and that is exactly what will 
happen under this Bill. Now, Mr. 
l.owther, there is one other point, and 
that is as regards the £79,000. There, 
avain, we have a generosity, and an 
appropriate generosity. 


Mr. DILLON: No, no! 


Mr. CRIPPS: Have we not generosity 
there! I see that the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo does not seem to agree 
with me. 


Mr. DILLON: Certainly not. 


Mr. CRIPPS: But 


yenerosity 


have you 

is regards this £75,000? 
in England or in Scotland any- 
like an equivalent to that addi- 
£35,000, which Ireland will get 
under this Bill. I challenge any Member 
io say, as regards the £35,000, 
this 
this 


not 
Do 
we vel 
thing 

tional 

apposite 
hat there is any equivalent sum in 


country in respect to a matter of 


kind. 


DILLON: The Chief Secretary 
explained the Measure, and, ac- 
t statement, England gets 


to his 


quivalent. 
1 


Mr. CRIPPS: The honourable Member 
is wrong about that, for the Chief Secre- 
out that £10,000 put Ire- 
land in an equivalent position to Scot- 
land and Eneland, and that this £35,009 
s in 
5 


tary pointed 


additicn to that sum. It really is 
just treatment of 
had the ques- 
n of lunatic asylums raised the other 
vy, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

that occasion pointed to this sum 
£35,000. It is a generous way 

ine Ireland, and it is a sign of the 
erosity, which I believe all parties 
this House desire to extend to Ire- 
land on these questions of finance. One 
other point has been raised by 
the honourable Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for South Molton. He _ raised 
the point in reference to what the 
Kirst Lord of the Treasury had said 


Mr. Cripps. 


most than a 


[reland. 


More 


Of course, we 


of 


in 


it 
} 
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as regards the general financial relation- 
ship between England and Ireland. [ 
think that has nothing to do with this 
question of rating, and has nothing to 
do with the matter. This is a question 
simply of treating Ireland fairly on the 
rating questions, and we must keep this 
distinct altogether from the contribu. 
tion to the Imperial Exchequer. I do 
not take the view that Ireland has been 
unfairly treated by the Financial Rela- 
tions Commissioners. That is a matter of 
opinion upon which there is a large dif- 
ference, but what has that to do with 
the question before us? Why, it has 
absolutely nothing to do with it, and 
when the First Lord of the Treasury was 
dealing with that matter he was not 
talking about any money debt; he was 
not dealing with questions of 
putting right unfair treatment as regards 
rating, but he was dealing with an 
entirely different part of the Measure. I 
am satisfied that I am right in that. 


those 


Here are the words. 
rather long extract, but I will 
quote the whole of it. The First Lord of 
the Treasury's words are— 


*Mr. LAMBERT: 


it is a 


“To this immense sum, in the opinion of 
the Government and in my opinion, Ireland 
has no claim in the serse that it is a money 
debt due to her from England and Scotland. 
But I feel certain that we may rely upon 
being supported by the country in giving even 
this vast annual sum if thereby some great 
advantage of public policy can be attained. 
What is the great advantage of public policy 
which we hepe for? It is that Ireland shall 
measure of local government on as 
bread a basis as that which has already been 
conferred by the Legislature in England and 
Scotland.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury did not 

touch that question, but said it was 

merely for the purpose of giving local 
li-eovernment to Ireland. 


r ceive a 


Mr. CRIPPS: I do not gather from 


|those words the same meaning as the 


but I will not bandy 
this discussion with him as to what was 
said by the First Lord of the Treasury. 
Every Member, I think, may have ex 
pressed himself differently, but every 
member cf the Unionist Party, in sup- 
porting this contribution in aid of the 
rates of Ireland, will do so on the ground 
that we are remedying an injustice, and 


honourable Member, 








ip 





doing what is fair to Ireland. At any 
rate, a large number—a very large num- 
ber—of us act on that point from the 
motives I have stated, and you must not 
mix up in a thing of that kind» a 
question of general financial relationship. 
I do not want to trouble the honourable 
Member for South Molton to get up 
and make any answer, but I think that 
I may put this to him: if the Agricul- 
tural Ratings Act was fair in England, 
why does he not hold the same view as 
Ido? If that Act is fair in England— 
and the honourable Member for South 
Molton voted for it—why is it not fair 
and right as regards agricultural land :n 
Ireland ! 


*Mr. LAMBERT: I did not vote for the 

Third Reading of the Bill, and I only 
voted for the Second Reading in order 
that the principle of the Bill might be 
considered. I aiso voted in Committee 
against this monstrous waste of public 
money, which, I thought, was per- 
petrated in that Bill. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I think the honourab'e 
Member for South Molton said that he 
veted for the Second Reading of the 
Bill. Now, the Second Reading of the 
sill implied the principle of a grant 
from headquarters with regard to ths 
rating of agricultural land in England. 
Tiiat was the principle, and he voted for 
that. I daresay that in questions of 
detail there may be differences of opinion 
upon various points, but we are now only 
dealing with the principle in this Commit- 
tee, that the grant allowed and applied 
in England should be applied in Ireland. 
I have no doubt that my honourable 
Friend the Member for South Molton 
by and by may bring forward other 
areuments, but having voted for the 
Second Reading, which carried the prin- 
ciple in England, how can he justify his 
action in bringing forward either this 
Amendment or voting against applying 
the same principle in Ireland? 


Mr. DAVITT: The honourable Gentle- 
man forgets that it is only for five years. 
Mr. CRIPPS: No, I have not forgotten 
it for a moment; but that does not 
make any difference to the principle. 
You are now dealing with the principle, 
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and when the honourable Member for 
South Molton voted for the Second: 
Reading, the five years was not in it. 


*Mr. LAMBERT: But it was promised, 
and I voted for three years. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I do not want to bandy 
words, for this is only a question of 
detail. If the principle was only for 
five years, I want to know why the 
honourable Member for South Molton 
supported it. That is the simple ques- 
tion, and I am rather anxious upon this 
point. It is not on one occasion, or on 
two occasions, but I recognise that it is 
the honourable Member for South Molton 
who more particularly has attempted to. 
raise what I call false issues and false 
questions of rating reform, and he has. 
done it consistently, and says that he 
intends to do it again. How could he 
consistently with that attitude’ have 
voted for the English Rating Agricultural 
Act? Mr. Lowther, I have detained the 
Committee rather longer than I intended, 
but I do think that these rating questions 
are extremely important. ! should vote 
—and I am expressing my own opinion— 
on every occasion against any rating 
proposal which appeared to me to be in 
the nature of a dole or a bribe, or some- 
thing that would lead to political cor- 
ruption. I agree with my honourable 
Friend the Member for South Molton 
that in rating a proposal of that charac- 
ter ought to be condemned. and would 
be condemned by all parties in this 
House. And that being the case, Mr. 
Lowther, it is because I believe that 
Ireland is entitled to that measure of 
justice which we have meted out to Eng- 





\land. that I support most heartily the 
proposal which is now before the Com- 
| mittee, leaving all questions of detail, 
when they arise, to be dealt with here- 
after. 


Mr. E. F. VESEY KNOX (London- 
derry): My honourable Friend says that 
he does not expect to he supported 
by any of the honourable Members 
from Ireland on this question. Well, 
I do not suppose that Irish Members 
will vote against giving a crant to Ire- 
land, however it may be divided amongst 





the classes in Ireland. 
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Mr. DAVITT: I am going to vote 
against it. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: The honourable 
Member for South Mayo is going to vote 
against it, because part of it will go to 
the Irish landlords. 


Mr. DAVITT: No, but because every 
penny of it will go to the Irish landlords. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: My honourable 
Friend is a disciple of Mr. Henry George, 
who believes that whatever money is 
voted for whatever purpose it must ulti- 
mately go to the landlords. 


Mr. DAVITT: Speak for yourself. 
Mr. VESEY KNOX: I think, to be 


perfectly consistent, my honourable 
Friend should vote against any grant to 
Ireland to any class of Irishmen, because, 
in accordance with his principles, the 
money must eventually go into the 
pockets of the landlords. But, so tar 
as the half of this is concerned, it is 
ticketed for the Irish tenants, and it is 
to be expressly given to the Irish tenants. 
There can be no doubt about the ticket- 
ing. They may argue, in accordance with 
these false principles in “ progress and 
poverty,” that, however you may ticket 
any grant, the money must go to 
the landlords ; that is a very broad pro- 
position, into which I need not attempt 
to enter this afternoon. But, so far 
as ticketing is concerned, it is expressly 
stated in the Bill that the larger part 
of this must go to the tenant. It is true 
that the opposite principle is applied in 
the case of the poor rate, and that is 
ticketed for the landlord. But there you 
have it plain and square, for you have 
one ticketed for the tenant, and the 
other for the landlord; and I confess 
that, if the tenant stood alone, I cannot 
imagine that any man representing an 
Irish constituency would vote against a 
measure of relief from the agricultural 
rates as applied to the tenantry of Ire 
land. I venture to say that there is no 
form of financial relief which can be 
given to Ireland which is more useful to 
the country, and which goes more 
directly to the people who ought to be 
relieved, than a grant in aid of that 
part of the agricultural rates which is 





paid by the tenant, and I will deal with 
that matter in a moment. My honour. 
able Friend spoke of the case of the 
western peasant. Now, the western 
peasant is a man upon whom the agri- 
cultural rates press the hardest. 


Mr. DAVITT: Agricultural rents 


press upon him the hardest. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: Well, I trust thar 
they will be more relieved in that respect 
in the future than in the past. But we 
are not likely to improve the case for a 
reduction of rent if we say that the 
tenant is not in need of a reduction 1 
rates. We will take the case and adopt 
the argument of the honourable Member 
for South Molton, and we will! say that it 
does not matter in the least to a man 
who only pays 17s. a year rent whether 
he gets 6d. or 1s. in the pound more or 
less off his rates or off his rent. Accord- 
ing to that the rents in the west of 
Ireland are a matter of comparative in- 
difference. 


*Mr. LAMBERT: 1 mever said any 
such thing. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: Well, my own 
opinion is that the 17s. a year rent paid 
by the Irish tenant is more, as far as its 
pressure upon him is concerned, than 
the larger rent of the tenant on land in 
Meath. I carry that out logically, because 
I say that what is true of rent is also 
true of rates, and that the rates paid 
by the western tenant on his farm valued 
at 17s. a year press upon him more 


‘severely than upon the big tenant in 


Meath, and relief from those rates is a 
more valuable relief than the relief given 
to a bigger-rented man in a more pros 
perous part of Ireland. Therefore, 
anybody who takes up one position in the 
case of rent is bound loeically to take up 
the same position in the case of rates. 
But that is not all. The rates in the 
pound are greatest in the poorest parts 
of Ireland. There may be some question 
as to whether the rents, even as refixed, 
do not err in the same way. It is a 
question that is scarcely appropriate on 
this particular Motion before the House. 
but there is no doubt that the rents de 
not varv as between the west and the 
east of Ireland to the same degree 
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as the rates do, because, speaking 
broadly, the rates in the western coun- 
ties along the western seaboard of Ireland 
amount to nearly 4s. in the £ as 
against well under 2s. in the £ in 
the more prosperous eastern counties of 
Ireland. So that if you give a grant in 
relief of rates you assure that the 
greater part of it will go to those parts 
of Ireland where the people are the 
poorest, and to those occupiers of the 
soil in those parts of Ireland who above 
all other people require relief. I am, 
however, at a loss to understand how 
that part of the Bill which applies to the 
tenant’s rates can be opposed by anybody 
who has the interests of the Irish people 
at heart, as I: know the honourable 
Member for South Mayo has the interest 
of the western peasantry at heart, and I 
cannot understand how the honourable 
Member can oppose a Measure which 
would give the tenant a considerable 
measure of relief. I will take the ques- 
tion of a man with a pound a year rent. 
Now, under the Land Acts, most of these 
men are never able to get to the Land 
Court at all. Under the Land Acts, if 
they did eet into the Land Court, the 
legal expenses would be between £1 and 
£5, and if they got a reduction on the 
rent it might be for 15 years, at an 
average of about 3s. or 4s. Now, you 
will find in the case of those who do get 
into the Land Court, with regard to the 
reduction upon the rent of tenants, in 
the whole course of the land legislation 
of this House for Ireland, the result has 
been that during the many years it has 
been passed the net income to the tenant 
has been smaller than the reduction and 
the benefit he will get under the Resolu- 
tion now before the Committee, because, 
as I say, these are the men who pay 4s. 
in the £ rates. The cess alone in 
these western counties paid directly by 
the county averages somewhere about 
3s. in the £. The man whose valua- 
tion is £1 gets a direct relief of 1s. 6d., 
and that to him is a considerable relief. 
And, what is more, he gets it without 
any charge and without any delay or 
litigation, or any dispute or difficulty, 
such as usually occurs. And so I actually 
contend that the poor western occupier 
actually gets, and directly gets, under 
this proposal more than he ever got under 
the Land Acts which have been passed 
by this House during the last 16 years. 
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I say that that fact in itself would 
justify anybody in voting for the proposal 
of the Government, even though some of 
us may on small points doubt whether 
the adjustment made is in every way the 
best. But what is the history of this 
question! I venture to think that it is 
an interesting history, and one that Irish- 
men may well take to heart. When the 
Government made its proposal for the 
agricultural grant for England, they pro- 
posed to treat Ireland as a separate 
country. I had the honour on that occa- 
sion of moving an Instruction to the 
Committee demanding that the principle 
contained in the Act should be extended 
to Ireland. I had the honour of being 
supported on that occasion by my 
honourable Friends who sit above the 
Gangway. Although upon that occa- 
sion we were divided on this side of the 
House, I am bound to say that we got 
some support from some Members 
opposite representing Irish constituen- 
cies. A year after that we brought this 
question forward again, and on that 
occasion all the Irish Members voted 
together in the same lobby, and all the 
English Members opposite in the other. 
We found our English friends and the 
Liberal Party without any exception—I 
believe without the exception of the 
honourable Member for South Molton— 
supported us on that Motion in favour of 
the adoption of the same principle of 
paying half the Irish rates, which has been 
applied in the case of the English rates. 
Mv honourable Wriend has practically 
little interest in that question, as his 
farm is not, I believe, in Ireland. He 
had taken pains to vote—naturally only 
—for the Second Reading of the English 
Bill the year before last, in which he was 
considered. On the second occasion, which 
did not affect the English people, other 
honourable Members who were equally 
unconcerned in the matter before the 
House supported it, although the honour- 
able Member for South Molton opposed it, 
and we were assisted by a verv able 
speech from the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for Wolverhampton. 
So that we had, therefore, the support of 
the Liberal Party, and I should be very 
much surprised if the Liberal Party, 
having supported this principle when it 
was expounded from these Benches, are 
going to vote against it simply because 
we have induced the Government to 
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take it up. I think that would be a most 
unfortunate course to take. If that prin- 
ciple were to be applied, we should not 
know where we were. Supposing the 
Party opposite were to take up the ques- 
tion of Home Rule, would honourable 
Gentlemen below the Gangway imme- 
diately vote against it? After having 
been voting for it so long, surely by this 
time they believe in it? However, I am 
sure they will not treat this question in 
that way, and the honourable Member 
will not set a very great example of con- 
sistency if he does so. Nor will the 
Liberal Party show much consistency if, 
in a proposal for giving Ireland half of 
her agricultural rates, they now vote with 
the honourable Member for South 
Molton—the only Member of their Party 
who was opposing on that occasion— 
against the principle that has been 
adopted by Her Majesty’s Government. 
I suppose it will be said, “I do not pro- 
pose that this Bill shall be adjusted in 
such a way that the landlord shall get 
any benefit,’ and on this question | 
should like to know where we stand. ! 
understand that, according to the honour- 
able Member for South Molton, if you 
adjust this payment the benefit of it 
must go to the landlord. He argues that 
even in the case of cess, where the Land 
Commissioners are directed not to take 
it into account in fixing the rent, never- 
theless the benefit of the relief must go 
to the landlord. According to that prin- 
ciple, the honourable Member must be 
equally in favour of giving everything to 
the landlord; because, as I understand 
the principle now, there is no form of 
human ingenuity in the framing of an 
Act of Parliament which can prevent the 
whole benefit of an agricultural grant 
from going to the landlords, and none of 
it going to the tenants. Therefore, the 
Radical Member who voted for the Bill 
of 1896 voted in favour of assisting the 
landlords. And, I venture to say, that 
is a dilemma which it will be interesting 
to see how they will get out of. The 
honourable Member takes the specific 
question of purchase. Now we will see 
how this will work. What does an Irish 
tenant think short when he is contract- 
ing with a landlord for the purchase of his 
holding? He wants to know how much 
reduction he is going to get in his annual 
payment. He will take his annual pay- 
ment as a basis in calculating it out as 


Mr. Vesey Knox. 
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to what it will be when this cess is taken 
off. He will calculate how much reduc 
tion he will get by purchasing, and I 
venture to think he is not so ignorant nor 
such a fool as to pay to the landlord ex- 
travagant sums for the sake of a reduc. 
tion which he will have got already, 
According to the principle of the honour- 
able Member for South Molton, if you 
reduce the rent of a barn you will neces 
sarily increase the number of years’ pur- 
chase. If the tenant will give more 
because his annual payment has been 
reduced, it will also be the fact that he 
will give more years’ purchase because the 
rent has been reduced. But that hag 
not been the experience. On the con- 
trary, the more the rents have been re- 
duced the more the tendency has been 
for the tenant to stand fast. He is in a 
better position, he is better able to make 
a bargain; and if he is financially able 
to make a bargain there is no man more 
able to take care of his own interests 
than the Irish tenant. In cases where he 
has been prevented from making a good 
bargain he can stand out as long as he 
likes. Therefore, applying it to the 
question of purchase, which is the 
strongest instance taken by the honour- 
able Member, it will be found that in 
practice this grant will go to the benefit 
of the tenant rather than the landlord. 
It is true, of course, that a large part of 
this grant, rather more than a third 
and rather less than half, will go to the 
landlord. None of us have any objec- 
tion to English Members using the areu- 
ment against landlords to ary extent they 
like—any stick is good enough to beat 
dog with—and if they think it is a use- 
ful argument against the landlord, nobody 
on Benches has any reason to 
erumble against them. Sut we have 
to look at facts from a political point of 
view. Two years ago, when the Irish 
Land Bill was before the House of Lords, 
it was supposed that the result of that 
Rill would be to reduce the rents of the 
Members of that Chamber. We also know 
that the standing argument used againsi 
any wide extension of local government 
in Ireland has been that it would enable 
the county councils to increase the 
burdens upon the landlord class. That 
is ouly # recognition ef the plain facts. 
Politically, we find that the argument 
would Lave been used, if it had been 
available, in favour of cutting down this 
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Bill. I confess that, even though 
£300,000 a year, which I think is the 
amount that the landlords will get trom 
this Bill, is a large amount, yet it 1s a 
cheap price to pay for the practical relief 
which we get in this Measure. I look 
at the surrounding facts of our recent 
political history. I know that the posi- 
tion oi the landlords was so strong that, 
though a Home Rule Bill passed through 
this House, laden with many checks and 
safeguards, and was sent up to the Lords 
by a majority of Members of this House, 
it was rejected by an enormous majority 
oi that House, and the Liberal Party was 
unable te raise any agitation against the 
House of Lords because of their action in 
that respect. I know that on the ques- 
tion of a Land Bill, a Conservative 
Government, though Conservative 
Governments are supposed to be omni- 
potent across the way, was unable to 
control the House of Lords, and I say it 
is idle for any Irishman who wishes t« 
obtain any practical measure of relief for 
Ireland te object to this grant because 
some of it will go to the men who have 
been the enemies of Ireland. We have 
to look at facts. We certainly give the 
money, but I believe we get value for 
it, and for that reason I venture to sup- 
port this proposal. And I venture to say 
that, even though I stand in the position 
of being the only Member for Ireland 
whose constituency gets no advantage 
whatever from this Measure. In the 
city of Derry we, under the proposals of 
thir Bill, get no direct advantage, no 
relief from agricultural rates. And, what 
is more, by the operation of the Union 
Rating, Derry will gain nothing at all. 
Most of the towns of Ireland will gain 
by the operation of the Union Rating, 
but I do not believe that there is a single 
constituent of mine whose rates will be 
reduced as a result of this Measure. 
Moreover, I support it because I believe it 
to be the duty of any man who repre- 
sents an Irish constituency to support any 
Measure which extracts from the Imperial 
Exchequer any part of the unjust sums 
which have been paid into it by Ireland. 
The honourable Member for South Molton 
referred to the fact that since the Royal 
Commission inquired into the circum- 
stances of Irish and English finance the 
taxation of Ireland has been increased by 
£600,000. It has been increased by that 
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sum almost entirely as a result of the 
Budget of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire. We voted for that Budget, and I 
confess I have doubts whether we did 
not allow Party allegiance to carry us too 
far on that occasion. Certainly, speaking 
personally, I shall not permit the same 
mistake to occur again. If we find that 
a Budget, brought in on English Liberal 
principles, has deprived us incidentally, 
not, of course, designedly, of £600,000 of 
Irish money paid over into the British 
pocket, I think we should be foolish not 
to support a Budget brought in on Con- 
servative principles, which will transfer 
that sum of £600,000 back again from 
the Imperial Exchequer to the Irish 
pocket, from which it was extracted. 
This Government is simply redressing, so 
far as this £600,000 is concerned, the 
financial grievance which was due to 
Ireland by the last Government. It is 
perfectly true that the facts stand as 
between the two countries just as they did 
after the Financial Commission made its 
Inquiry and Report. Though we have got 
rid of the extra burden, we shall still be 
under the unjust burden which the Com- 
mission discovered and reported to Her 
Majesty. But to say that it is idle to 
support a Measure giving £600,000 of 
relief to Ireland, because the claim of 
Ireland is something much more than 
that amount, seems to me, I confess, to 
be a novel argument. You owe us some 
three millions ayear. England owes that 
to Ireland. We are overtaxed to that 
very great extent. We do not expect, 
human nature being what it is on this 
side of the Channel, that you will pay it 
all back at once, but we mean to take it 
as we can get it—bit by bit. I do think 
that we get a small bit of it back in the 
form proposed by this Bill. That is to 
say, we get arelief from the extra burden 
which has been laid on us during the 
last few years. I know, in the Report of 
the Royal Commission—in the very able 
Report of Mr. Sexton and the honourable 
Member for South Longford and others 
—they adopt the principle of taking the 
contribution of Ireland as being that sum 
which Ireland pays—less these sums paid 
back in relief of local taxation. They did 
take the figures on that basis, and they 
adopted that basis in their Report, and 
having regard to the great share which 
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Mr. Sexton took in the whole business of 
that Commission, it is impossible to say 
that any sums paid in relief of local taxa- 
tion should be taken as a set-off against 
that claim. I do not want to argue that 
point. Some honourable Members may 


think it is not to be taken into account 
at all; others may think that pro tanto 
it should be taken as a set-off. That is a 
point upon which there may be a good 
deal of argument, because we have a very 


large sum still owing after having taken 
this Measure of relief into account ; and I 
venture to think that we should be better 
employed in uniting the forces of Ireland 
in order to extract what we can from the 
English Exchequer, rather than in join- 
ing with some section of Englishmen to 
vote against the present proposal because 
some of the money is not going to the 
benefit of the Irishmen who sent us to 
this House. We ought to look at the two 
countries, each as a whole. We ought to 
look at the one country—the richer 
country of England—the powerful coun- 
try, in this House and out of it; and we 
ought to look at the poor country of Ire- 
land endeavouring by Parliamentary 
means to get what relief it can from 
grievous burdens. If the English are 
united, and the Irish are divided, what 
beneficial relief are we likely fo get? If, 
when any Measure of financial relief is 
proposed, one section of Irishmen get up 
and condemn it because part of that 
relief goes to another section of Irish- 
men, are we likely to succeed? I take 
a broader ground. The Irish landlords 
may have many crimes to answer for; 
but, at any rate, from men of the land- 
lord class no small share of what has 
been won by Ireland hascome; and I say 
that for any Irishman to take up the line 
of argument that he will not vote for 
the relief of Irish finances because part 
of that relief may go to the Irish land- 
lords. is a position that is unworthy of 
any Member of the Irish party, and of 
the country which aspires to be called 
“United Ireland.” 


Mr. T. SHAW (Hawick Burghs): I 
find myself in a very difficult position. I 
have on former occasions when an agri- 
cultural rating Bill was before the House, 
voted against it. I recognise on this occa- 
sion that, the House having twice adopted 
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the principle 
as embodied this 
only fair that Ireland 
treated on similar lines; and I must 
confess to the Committee, though 
with some reluctance, that I must assent: 
to that general view. On the other hand, 
I am bound to say that I feel the diff- 
culty in which Irishmen are placed, and 
[ do not think that the difficulty could 
have been better illustrated than by the 
ingenious speech to which the House has: 
just had the pleasure of listening. I 
must observe that whenever my honour- 
able and learned Friend advocates ¢ 
Measure of this sort in the language 
which he has adopted this afternoon. 
the Government may well ask to be 
saved from their friends. He spoke 
of this money as a “price.” He 
spoke of it as a “cheap price” to pay 
in view of the possible or problematical 
opposition of certain legislators in the 
House of Lords. Certainly, if ever a 
proposal was condemned in this House, 
it was condemned by language such as 
that, because apparently it is to be am 
argument that an indeperdent Member 
of the House of Commons must shape his: 
opinions according to the possible action 
of another branch of the Legislature. 
Then my honourable and learned Friend 
talks about enriching Ireland; and he 
does that in answer to a speech of my 
honourable Friend the Member for South 
Molton, the burden of whose speech was 
to condemn only one part of this grant, 
namely, the grant to the landlord class. 
How even in the Irish mind, as we have 
seen that mind characterised in the 
speech just delivered, there can occur @ 
similarity between a grant for the land- 
lords of the country in respect of their 
landlord position and a grant for the 
enrichment of his countrymen, I myself 
cannot understand. Then there is the 
honourable Member’s last argument, 
which is, or should be, above the con- 
sideration of the House. Let us, he 
says, abandon all other ideas, and vote 
for this grant of money because it is & 
grant of money extracted from the 
British Exchequer. That is not my view 
of the duties of Members of this House 
in speaking so far as they can, in their 
several humble capacities, of the British 
Exchequer. I have observed throughout 
the years that this Government has held 
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cffice, that when their back is completely 
at the wall my honourable and learaed 
Friend the Member for Stroud appears 
upon the scene. Upon the present occa- 
sion he has in ingenuity and in 
vyehemence excelled himself. He has 
vehemently informed the House that if 
this Bill be a Bill for a vote to one class 





of the Irish people, he would be dead 
against it, and the House looked round 
wondering in what lobby he can be found, | 
excepting in the lobby led by my honour- 
able Friend the Member for South 
Molton. He says there is no question of 
endowment and no question of dole, and 
he spoke of it in language with which we 
are unhappily only too familiar, as a 
matter arising out of the incidence of 
taxation. But this proposal does not 
arise out of the question of the incidence 
of rating. The question of the incidence 
of rating—and no one knows that better 
than the honourable and learned Member 
for Stroud—is a question which arises 
amongst ratepayers as to how a rate 
shall fall upon one pair of shoulders or 
another. This is not a question of 
adjusting rates which shall fall among 
ratepayers, but it is a question connected 
with a grant of money from another class 
of people altogether, namely, from the 
British Treasury and the British tax- 
payer, not for the purpose of adjusting 
anything, but for the purpose of prevent- 
ing an adjustment of the incidence of 
local rating itself. I object on principle 
to all erants, but before [ part from the 
honourable Member for Stroud I will 
make this observation. How clearly it 
may be seen that this is not a question 
of the incidence of taxation may be 
gathered from the following statement, 
with regard to the accuracy of which I 
am in the judgment of all Members of the 
House. The proposal now before the 
House is substantially this: the Com- 
mittee is asked to review a proposal 
whereby now and for ever the landlords 
of Ireland shall be written out of the list 
of ratepayers. How can it possibly 
be contended that the writing com- 
pletely of a large class of the 
population of Ireland, out of the list of 
ratepayers is an adjustment of local rating 
baffles my comprehension. As I was 





saying, I object to all grants from the 
British Treasury in aid of local taxation. 
1 think that they lead to extravagance. 
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Money lightly come to in that way, 
lightly goes. I object to grants from 
the British Treasury in aid of local taxa- 
tion for another reason, and that is 
because I have represented considerable 
parties in objecting to the Agricultural 
Rating Bill for Scotland. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): You 
took grants before and after the Act out 
of what you call the British Treasury. 


Mr. T. SHAW: I have just stated what 
my objection was, and whether my action 
is consistent or not will be no argument 
as regards the Motion before the House. 
In this present question we must yield 
to the desire of the Irish Members, and” 
let this money go to Ireland. What I 
strongly object to is that no less a part 
of it than £300,000 is to be ear-marked 
for the use of the Irish landlords. You 
gave this money to the Irish landlords. 
In England, when a proposal for an agri- 
cultural grant was first mooted, there 
was much controversy upon the subject, 
which was incidentally referred to by my 
honourable and learned Friend the Mem- 
ber for Stroud, namely, to whom the 
benefit would ultimately go, and it is, I 
am sure, within the recollection of the 
House that there was strong and vehe- 
ment language used about the money 
going to the landlords, but it was asserted 
that the benefit would not go to the 
landlords. The same with Scotland. 
There it was asserted that the benefit 
would not go to Scotland; far from it., 
In Scotland we have a system which F 
can explain in a few brief words, namely, 
the system of equal rating as between 
landlord and tenant, and, further than 
that, we have the system of compara- 
tively long leases of 90 years or there- 
abouts. These were cases in which the 
Government said that they were not 
landlords’ relief or dole Bills, and it was 
specifically set out in the Sich Bill 
that the relief was to be granted pro 
tanto to the occupying tenant, and none 
to the landlord. Now, all the arguments 
come to this—that when we reach the 
Irish case Her Majesty’s Government 
have at last thrown off the mask alto 
gether. There can be no question now 
as to whether this is a Measure for 
the relief of the Irish landlords: or not, 
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But what Her Majesty’s Government pro- 
pose to do is to litt off the landiord inte- 
rest in Ireland the burden which is 
attached to ownership in land in that 
country. It is an actual gift of money 
to the Irish Jandlords. Now, I do ask, 
what are the reasons which you put for- 
ward for this extraordinary proposal? 
There are two. In the first place, I 
understand it is hardly disputed, I think 
it was alluded to, I am not quite sure, in 
the speech of my honourable Friend who 
preceded me. I understand one great 
argument in favour of this grant to the 
landlords is that they have suffered, and 
suffered continuously, through the Jand 
legislation of this House, for many years 
past. Now, I object to the House of 
Commons, in its capacity of trustee of the 
finances of the country, taking revenge 
upon a previous House of Commons, act- 
ing in the capacity of trustee for the 
country, for its legislation with regard to 
iaad. Without doubt, the mistake of that 
legislation can be stated in one sentence. 
The legislation of the past has been to 
put an end to rack renting, and in sub- 
stitution for it obtain fair rents in Ire- 
land. The proposition under this Bill is 
pro tanto practically that we shall restore 
the system of rack renting in Ireland at 
the expense of the British Government. 
This con:pensation scheme appears to me 
to be a rack renting scheme, at the 
instance of Her Majesty’s Government, 
and the British taxpayers may well ask 
if this is a legitimate use to which to put 
their money. The second argument 
brought to bear upon the scheme is that 
this is the price paid by the landlords for 
their acceptance of local government. Are 


the Irish people unwilling to accept local | 
I understand that they are | 


government ? 
substantiaily united upon that topic, with 
the exception of the landlords. 
government, upon its merits, be a sound 
ploresal, is that proposal justified by 
legislation of this kind? If the history of 
these islands justifies such legislation as 
local government, why have a price paid 
to one portion of Her Majesty’s subjects 
in order to obtain their consent to legis- 
lation which is to be a benefit to their 
own country? I+ is compensation for 
legislation on land in the past, and rents 
are now to be increased, not out of the 
tenant, but the Treasury. Now, it is sug- 
gested that this is a new matter, but it is 
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not a new matter by any means. The 
honourable and learned Gentleman wh) 

represents Stroud talks of the existing 

Committee on Local Taxation, but the 

existing Committee on Local Taxa- 
tion has not yet reported. ‘rnere 
is another Report, however, to which 
the Government must still attach 
real importance, and that is the 
Report of the Committee of 1870, which 

was headed by the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty. That Report deals with the 

question which I now ask for a 
moment’s permission to bring to the 
attention of the House. So far as we 
know, from investigations which have, 
been made into the working of Local 
Rating Bills, the best results have been 
shown where the rates have been paid 
by the landlord and tenant penny and 
penny about. I do not speak upon this 
subject’ without knowledge, because I 
belong to a country where this has been 
the practice for the last half-century. 

This subject was investigated by the 
Committee of 1870, and I ask the atten- 
tion of the House to the two conclusions 
which the Committee arrived at on the 
subject, upon the question as to whether 
the landlord ought to be relieved from 
local taxpaying. This 1s what the Com- 

mittee reported upon this vital question 
of the incidence of local rating— 


“(a) That the existing system of local taxa- 
tion, under which the exclusive charge of 
almost all rates leviable upon rateable property 
for current expenditure, as well as for new 
objects and permanent works, is placed by 
law upon the occupiers, while the owners 
are generally exempt from any direct or imme- 
diate contributions in respect of such rates, is 
contrary to sound policy.” 


“(c) That in any reform of the existing 
system of local taxation, it is expedient to 
adjust the system of rating in such a manner 
that both owners and occupiers may be brought 
to feel an immediate interest in the increase or 
decrease of local expenditure, and in the 
administration of local affairs.” 


Now, I am bound to say, when I hear 
my honourable and learned Friend the 
Member for Stroud, who is a member of 
the Committee on Local Taxation now 
sitting, saying that this is a reform in 
the incidence of local rating, I can only 
present him with the sound condemna- 
tion of his argument contained in the 
Report of 1870 and our experience in 
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Scotland. Now, just let me say, before 
I sit down, that I should not so much 
care about the way in which this money 
was distributed if it were a question of 
finance, but I do most deeply feel that 
Ireland is to be wronged by this pro- 
ceeding in her social position. The 
names of the landlords will be for ever 
removed from the ratepayers of Ireland. 
The increase of expenditure which will 
occur is not an increase in any 
way due to extravagance, because a3 
time goes on and ideas are enlarged, and 
views are broadened by good manage- 
ment and good government, the needs 
of public health and local bodies will 
increase, and public expenditure must 
necessarily be increased. It will be 
increased by rating, and the names of 
the landlords being removed from the 
roll of taxpayers. you penalise the whole 
tenantry of Ireland, and make them 
responsible, and, while all that falls on 
the tenantry, the whole benefit will 
not go to them because, as ne 


knows, in many cases, such as the 
making of roads, and in great water 
schemes and questions of that kind, 


the benefit will ultimately go to the 
landlords of the country. Do you think 
that under any such scheme as this that 
the landlords of Ireland are likely to part 
with their land on more favourable 
and more liberal terms than they do 
now! What will be the effect upon the 
landlords?’ Do you think it will promote 
peace and contentment in the mind of 
the Irish ratepavers! In my opinion, it 
is much more likely to put into their 
minds a sense of heartburning, unrest, 
and injustice. The landlords say they 
are now to be relieved for ever, and they 
will ultimately get the benefit on their 
landed estates, which will have arisen 
through increased taxation, which will be 
actually paid by their tenants. I cannot 
think that such a course as this will 
meet the difficulties of the question. On 
the other hand I think, and fear, it may 
have a tendency to disrupt and sever 
society in Ireland, and promote a sense, 
not of peace, but of dispeace, and that 
it will emphasise and not remove, the 
distinctions between class and class. 
What will be the result upon the local 
government? If the old position of the 
landlord remained in Ireland, as in Scot- 
land, his liability there would remain, 
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but this proposal will sever his interest 
as a landlord from his duty, and what 
will be the effect on Ireland itself when 
you are creating new institutions for 
local government in every locality, and 
are starting them on a career which will 
involve a very great outlay, and you are 
giving them nothing? You are giving 
the landlords in Ireland £300,000, which 
would be much better used, if grants are 
to be made at all, if it was given to the 
local authorities to be expended generally 
for the benefit of the Irish people. So 
far as I am concerned, feeling as strongly 
as I do upon the subject, I hope the 
House will not condemn me for having 
placed my views before it. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. E. Hicxs Bracnu, Bris- 
tol, W.): I am reluctant to interfere 
with what appears to be an agreeable 
exchange of very different opinions by 
honourable and right honourable Gentle- 
men opposite ; but, for all that, I confess 
I am puzzled to understand the reason 
or the motive for the speech to which 
we have just listened. I do not even 
know whether the honourable and 
learned Gentleman is about to support 
the Resolution which has been placed in 
the hands of the Chairman, or whether 
he is about to oppose it. 


Mr. T. SHAW: May I interpose, and 
say that I understood my honourable 
Friend the Member for South Molton 
is prevared, for the convenience of 
Debate, to defer proposing his Motion. 
The speech I have just made was in 
support of my honourable Friend’s pro- 
position. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: Then it dces appear to me 
that the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man might have waited until the honour- 
able Member for South Molton made 
his Motion, when, if he approved cf it, 
he could have delivered his admirable 
speech in support of it. As it is, I 
would venture to submit to the Com- 
mittee that, in the speech of the honour- 
able and learned Member, and some of 
the Debate which has preceded it, we 
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have been really wandering from the 
question before the Committee. The 
Debate commenced with a speech by the 
honourable Member for East Mayo 
which was unquestionably germane to 
that subject. The honourable Member 
criticised the terms of the Resolu- 
tion, and contended that it did not 
give a sufficient grant, and was not 
calculated in such a way as he desired 
to meet the necessities of Ireland. He 
was replied to bythe right honour- 
able the Chief Secretary. But since 
that time we have not been discussing 
the question before the Committee, so 
much as we have been discussing the 
position of the landlords in Treland, and 
the question as to whether they should 
or should not in the future contribute 
something towards the rates. Now 
I submit to the Committee that 
that is net a question which arises upon 
the Resolution. I have not heard from 
the honourable and learned Member 
any objection to the proposal to 
give a grant from the Exchequer in 
aid of the agricultural ratepayers of 
Treland, provided only those ratepayers 
are occupiers and not owners. I think 
that is the position of the honourable 
and learned Member, and also the posi- 
tion of the honourable Memher for South 
Molton. There is no objection to such a 
grant, but those honourable Members— 
although one of them, I think the 
honourable and learned Member, certainly 
voted in favour of the Second Reading 
of this Bill—attach so much importance 
to the fact that a portion of it is 
to go to the relief of Irish landlords 
from local taxation, that they prac- 
tically oppose the whole proposal which 
the Government is now making to 
the Committee. The Committee is aware 
—and I need not dwell unon the fact— 
that in the opinion of Her Majesty’s 
Government this proposal to relieve not 
merely occupiers but also owners of land 
in Ireland from local taxation is an 
essential and vital part of this Bill. We 
could not proceed with the Bill if the 
House is not to accept our policy in that 
respect, but this Resolution now before 
the House does not settle that question 
in any way. That question will be dis- 
cussed and settled when we come to the 
clause in the Bill which relates to the 
future condition of Irish landlords and 
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tenants in regard to the payment of rates, 
Therefore, if we are really to make any 
progress with the business now before the 
Committee, I do hope the honourable 
Member for South Molton, if he desires 
to take the sense of the Committee upon 
his proposal to omit the poor rate from 
this grant, will make that proposal and 
allow the Committee to debate it, and 
come to a decision upon it in due time, 
Then we can take this Resolution— 
which, after all, is merely a formal 
authorisation by the Committee of the 
expenditure which is proposed in the Bill, 
and the principle of which was accepted by 
the House upon the Second Reading of 
the Bill—and afterwards, when the proper 
time comes, we shall be able to debate the 
important question raised—I do not say 
improperly raised—by the honourable 
and learned Member, upon which he feels 
so strongly, but upon which he did not 
feel strongly enough to object to the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


*Sir T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): The 
right honourable Gentleman has brought 
us back to the matter before the House, 
but at the same time a number of honowr- 
able Gentlemen have preceded him and 
made a number of points, some of which 
I may be allowed to allude to. I should 
like to say, in the first place, that I am, 
and I certain that a 
honourable Members who 


am oreat 
with 
are, very tired of hearing, on every pro- 
posal to deal with the condition of Ire 
land, of the generosity of England to 
Ireland. We have heard a good deal of 
that in connection with the Agricultural 
Grant. The question of generosity does 
not arise in this matter in the slightest 
degree, it is merely a question of justice ; 
the whole point is this, that now, after 
a delay of two years, you are giving to the 
ratepayers and farmers of Ireland the 
same advantages that you have given to 
the corresponding classes in England, and, 
if that be generosity to Ireland, then 
what happened before must necessarily 
be generosity to England, and I do not 
see how honourable Members can suggest 
that in this particular matter they are 
making concessions to Ireland to which 
England is a stranger. But when the 
honourable. Gentleman speaks of the very. 


many 


sit me 




















large sums of money given to Ireland out 
of the pockets of the generous English 
taxpayer he could never have read or 
must have utterly forgotten the Report 
of the Financial Relations Committee. 
When that Report comes to be dealt with 
by this House, and the generous English 
taxpayer comes to a knowledge of his 
real relations with the Irish taxpayer, it 
will be quite time enough to talk of the 
generosity of England towards Ireland. 
The honourable and learned Gentleman 
who has just sat down spoke of this 
House being the trustee of the finances 


of the British Treasury, but those of | 


us who represent Irish constituencies in 
this House might very fairly say that we 
ought to -be the trustees of an Irish 
Treasury, and that we are largely of 
opinion that the Irish Treasury has been 
greatly depleted by the superior clever- 
ness of the English Treasury, and that, 
therefore, we are fairly entitled to try by 
every means in our power to do some- 
thing to restore the equilibrium. 


What | 
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| therefore, I think that the 


I wish to impress upon the House is the | 


point made by the honourable Member 


for East Mayo, who, I regret, is not now | 


in his place, that this grant does not raise | : : 
i ‘tions which had already been made with 


the question of the financial relations of 


England and Ireland. It simply amounts | 


to giving to Ireland the same advantages | 


as are enjoyed by England, and treating 
the Irish ratepayers in the same way as 
the English ratepayers have already been 
treated. Now, this part of the Bill is 


incontestably a most important point, and | 


therefore, under the circumstances, I 
trust the House will not think ill of us 


if we debate this question at some length. | 


I am perfectly certain that I shall be | 


followed by honourable Members repre- 
senting Irish constituencies on the other 
side of the House, who in return will be 
supported by honourable Members sitting 
behind me. I speak as an Irish rate- 
payer, and it certainly seems to me that 
the provision which the Government 
make in regard to the contributions 


towards the Irish rates will not prove to | 


be adequate. The right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary has made 
some elaborate calculations in regard to 
this matter, but in all his calculations. he 
has, I am rather afraid, not taken into 
consideration the large increase of ex- 
penditure which must necessarily occur 
under Irish local government, as pro- 





| be exceeded in the future. 
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| posed by this Measure. Under this Bill 


we shall have a very great increase in 
the matter of the Irish Agricultural 
Labourers Acts; in connection also with 
the administration of lunatic asylums; 
and a large increase in other ways, 
and under the circumstances I am 
very much afraid that the provi- 
sion made in the Bill will prove far from 
adequate in future. I can speak in this 
matter for two counties with which ] 
am connected; in the case of county 
Kerry this year the local expenditure 
will be something like £5,000 more than 
it was last. I say that from a report 
sent to me by the Kerry Grand Jury. In 
Wexford. we shall have an increase of 
expenditure to the extent of some £2,060 
or £3,000 over that of last year; and, 
sovernment 
would do well to consider whether it 
would not be desirable on their part, in 
making their calculations, to take the 
average of a series of years, instead of 
taking the year 1897 as a standard upon 
which to base the rates in future. I 
quite accept the statement of the right 
honourable Gentleman that 1897 was 
taken because of the elaborate caicula- 


regard to the year, but I do not think, 
in an important question of this charac- 
ter, that Her Majesty’s Government 
ought to bind us down to a hard and 
fast line. I think they ought to leave 
it open, so that the matter might be 
reconsidered as to whether it would not 
be better to base the calculations as to 
what the contribution towards the Irish 
rates should be on an average of two or 
three years. I give my reasons for that 
suggestion. Taking the two counties with 
which I am familiar, if you take 1897 
for the standard year, I think you will 
find that the expenditure of that year will 
Let me go 
a little into the details. I have here the 
accounts from two Irish boards of guar- 
dians in Kerry and Wexford, the unions 
of Killarney and Gorey, and in those 
accounts are the various items cf 
expenditure in the various localities 
for last year and for this year, and 
they show, as I say, an_ increased 
expenditure. I may here be permitted 
to quote some of the figures. In the 
Union of Killarney I find in one of the 
electcral divisions, Aghadoe, that the 
expenditure of last year necessitated a 
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rate of 2s. in the pound; this year it is 
4s. 4d. In the division of Aglish last 
year the rate was ls., and this year it 
is 2s. 7d. in the pound. In the division 
of Caragh last year the rate was 3s.; 
and this year it is 5s. 9d. in the pound ; 
in the division of Curraghmore last year 
ls. 6d. and this year 4s. 3d. in the 
pound ; in the division of Doocarrig last 
year ls. 6d., this year 2s. 4d.; in the 
division of Dunloe last year 2s. 2d., this 
year 3s. 2d.; in the division of Headfort 
last year 2s. 2d., this year 3s. ld.; in the 
division of Kilbonane last year 1s. &d., 
this year 2s. 8d.; in the division of Kil- 
lentierna last year ls. 2d., this year 
2s. 3d.; in the division of Killorglin last 
year 3s. 9d., this year 5s. 10d.; in the 
division of Milltown last year 1s. 11d., 
this year 4s. 2d.; in the division of 
Molahiffe last year 1s. 10d., this year 
3s. 5d.; in the division of Rathmore last 
year 2s., this year 2s. lld., and so on. 
Then in the division of Killarney, 
urban, it was lld. last year, 
and 3s. 6d. this year, whilst the 
rural district also shows an increase. So 
much for the Union of Killarney. Now we 
pass to the figures of the Union of Gorey, 
Wexford. I take these figures as being 
typical of the country. In the division 
of Ardamine last year we had a rate of 
ls. and this year ls. 4d.; in Bally- 
garratt &d. last year, 11d. this year, and 
in Ballynastragh last year they were 10d., 
and this year ls., and in the division of 
Wells it was 7d. last year, and 1s. 1d. 
this. In the division of Balloughter, the 
poor rate last year was &d., this year 10d. ; 
in the-division of Coolgreaney last year 
it was 9d., this year it is ls. 4d.; in the 
division of Kilgorman last year ls. 1d., 
this year ls. 6d.; in the division of Kil- 
lincooly last year &d., this year ls. 2d. ; 
in the division of Limerick last year 9d., 
this year 1ld.; and so on. The total 
expenses of this union last half-year were 
£5,732, whilst for the corresponding 
period this year they are £5,901; and 
the total debts of this union last year 
were £8,945, while for the corresponding 
period of this year they are £9,191. 
So, Sir, this year generally is 
more expensive than last year. The 
small towns in Ireland think they ought 
to be considered in this question. I 
trust the Government will consider 
whether such a concession can be made 
on this point. I join with my honour- 


Sir T. G. Esmonde. 
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able Friend the Member for East Mayo. 
I hope no idea of niggardliness will be 
entertained, and that these new Irish 
local authorities—-these new centres of 
local government in Ireland—will be in 
a position to carry out their work effec- 
tively and well, and will be financially 
qualified for the proper and efficient work 
of local government in Ireland ; and that. 
they will be enabled to meet the future 
with confidence, knowing that whatever 
may come upon them, they will have 
secure and efficient assistance from the 
agricultural grant to meet the situation. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In sub-head (a), line 2, to leave out the 
words ‘poor rate and.’”—/( fr. Lambert.) 


*Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton) said he quite appreciated what the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said im 
regard to bringing the discussion to @ 
close, and he formally moved the Amend- 
ment which stood in his name. 


Mr. G. WHITELEY (Stockport): I¢ 
was not my intention to speek, but rather 
to give a silent vote on this question. 
You are asked at once to exclude the 
landlords as ratepayers in Ireland. You 
are relieving them of the burdens they 
now have on their shoulders; and how 
are you to relieve them—where are the 
funds coming from by which you relieve 
them? These funds are practically paid 
by the taxpayers in this kingdom. We 
have had the views of county Members, 
the views of the Irish Members, but we 
have not heard the views of any single 
town representative who may live at 
these places, and who might say that he 
sees that it is just or expedient that the 
great towns should have the burden of 
the payment of the rates of the landlords. 
of Ireland. I have always raised my 
voice in this House against what I look 
upon as injustice. In the towns we have 
industries equally important to the land 
industries, and we have our rates to pay. 


THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: The honourable Gentleman is 
discussing what he cannot do. If he 
speaks for the Amendment he will be im 
order. 
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Mr. G. WHITELEY: I say we have as 
much right to have our poor law expenses 
paid as the landlcrds in Ireland. I have 
no objection to these doles; but as you 
treat those landlords so I say you ought 
to treat us millowners, shopkeepers, and 
working classes. Unless you do that you 
will create an injustice. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northants, E.): 
I should like to support the Amendment 
of my honourable Friend. I think we 
are indebted to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for having reminded us of 
what is the corner-stone and the hinge on 
which the whole of these proposals hang. 
He said, if I remember rightly, in reply 
to the honourable Member for the Hawick 
Burghs, that unless this proposal— 
the grant to the landlords—were carried 
the Government would have to abandon 
the Bill. I listened to the speech of the 
honourable and learned Member for Derry 
City. He repudiated in the frankest wav 
all sympathy with anything like Radical 
or scientific proposals with regard to the 
taxation of land—such proposals as were 
embodied in the great Budget of 1894. 
That Budget seemed to me to impose a 
very just burden upon the owners of land 
in this country. But now we have this 
extraordinary position, that while we in 
this country are agitating, and shall con- 
tinue to agitate, to impose equitable taxa- 
tion on the owners of ground values in 
our great towns, we are threatened with 
the absolute secession of our Irish friends 
from any support to such legislation. 
The real principle of this Bill is indicated 
in the speech cf the Leader of the House 
in foreshadowing this Bill last year. He 
said— 


“The poor law and county administration 
of Ireland can only be put on a broad and 
popular basis if at the same time the owners 
of agricultural land can be relieved of the 
apprehension which, rightly or wrongly, they 
entertain with regard to the possible extrava- 
gance, perhaps unintentional and perhaps 
intentional, of the new bodies which are to 
be called into existence. I hold, Sir, that to 
attain that object the landlords must be 
relieved from all rural rates in the future. I 
make no secret about it. That is a wide 
departure from the course we have pursued 
in England and in Scotland.” 


It will be simply monstrous to sup- 
Lose that here in England any Govern- 
ment, on whatever side of the House it 
sits, would venture to come and propos! 
to relieve the owners of land—whether it 
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was agricultural land or land in the 
towns—of all local taxation such as the 
#il! proposes to attempt in Ireland. I have 
been perfectly astounded at the speech 
of the honourable and learned Member far 
Londonderry ; and I wonder how he can, 
consistently, with the course repeatedly 
pursued by the Irish Members on these 
questions, argue in favour of these pro- 
posals with regard to the landlords at 
treland. Iam afraid the Irish party are 
frittering away their strength, and that 
their great purposes are being paralysed 
and ruined by dissension and faction. I 
am not sure to what particular section of 
the Irish Party the honourable and 
learned Member belongs, or whether he- 
follows as his leader the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo, who spoke of this: 
proposal as blackmail. 


Mr. DILLON: I adhere to that. It. 
is only because it is blackmail that L 
support this resolution. 


*Mr. CHANNING: We have got, then, 
to this condition of things. From the: 
speech of the honourable Member for 
Derry, and from the extraordinary argu- 
ments advanced a few days ago on clause- 
12 by the honourable Member for Long- 
ford, it is now plain that practically the- 
Irish Party claim to draw upon the Im- 
perial Treasury, to meet local expendi- 
ture to any extent up to the full amount 
of the calculations they have formed of 
the indebtedness of this country to Ire- 
land under their view of the financial 
relations of the two countries. The ques- 
tion of what may or may not be due- 
to Ireland under an equitable settlement 
of the financial relations I should be out 
of order in discussing now. It will 
have to be threshed out in other discus- 
sions on other occasions. We have now 
to consider simply the question of giving 
to Ireland an amount which is fairly 
equivalent to the grant in respect of 
English and Scottish agricultural land a 
year or two ago. That is a perfectly dis- 
tinct and perfectly definite question. It 
is important to examine the inception of” 
this policy. We know exactly how this 
proposal was brought about. The Agri- 
cultural Industries Bill of Iast year, 
which, at least, would have created a 
machinery through which grants to Ire- 
land might have been applied to usefuk 
purposes, such as those suggested by the: 
right honourable Member for South: 
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Dublin, was withdrawn on the under- 
taking that this proposal of local 
government should be introduced, and 
the First Lord of the Treasury stated 
that this proposal could only be intro- 
duced on the distinct understanding that 
the landlords should be guaranteed be- 
forehand against any unjust taxation 
which perhaps might be imposed upon 
them. I am astonished that the friends 
of Home Rule should be so anxious to 
acquiesce in this insult from the Govern- 
ment—this reflection on the baseness and 
cupidity of the county councils, and that 
they have been willing, apparently, to 
adopt the principle which Her Majesty’s 


absolutely necessary to hand over this 
£300,000 to the Irish landowners because 
the Irish county and district 
could not be trusted to tax Irishmen, 
whether landlords or farmers. If I were 
an Irishman, I would resent such a pro- 
posal with all my heart, because it is a 
gross reflection on the justice and faur- 
ness of the bodies to be elected in Ireland, 
and on the spirit of fair play with which 
they should carry out local administra- 
tion fairly or justly. We have not had 
from the other side of the House 
shadow of justification for this proposal 
to compensate the landlords beforehand 
for the injustice which the Irish county 
councils are expected to inflict upon 
them. My honourable and_ learned 
Friend the Member for the Hawick 
Burghs argued unanswerably, and I chal- 
lenge any honourable Gentleman from 
the opposite side of the House to 
answer his speech line by line and argu- 
ment by argument. 
are deliberately handing out the money 
of the British people to the Irish land- 
lords in order to make up for the diminu- 
tion of the rents in Ireland. It is part 
of the compensation policy which had 


‘since the Act of 1881, and which con- 
sisted in ladling out the money of the 
taxpayers into the pockets of Irish land- 
lords to make up for the just reductions 
of rent which the Land Commission had 
been compelled by the facts to go carry- 
ing out steadily year after year. This is 
mainly a question of poor rate. Look at 
the congested districts, where this ques- 
tion of the poor rate is of most vital 
importance. I have visited some of the 


most congested of them in the west, and 


Mr. Channing. 
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no man can visit these districts without 
feeling the warmest sympathy with the 
miserable inhabitants of these districts, 
I have been in one district on the coast 
of Galway where the population have 
literally created their holdings out of sea- 
weed and sand and manure worked 
together by the labour of generations 
upon. the bare rocks. Generation 
after generation the landlords have 
extorted rent from them; and those 
men, who have contributed to the 
poverty of these people by taking 


| their slender resources in unjust and un- 


fair rents, are to be exempted from pay- 


jing any contribution whatever for the 
Government have laid down, that it was | 


relief of the poverty of those districts. 


|I wish honourable Members before they 
| vote had read what the late Sir James 


councils | 


Caird, a man of the greatest experience 


|in agricultural land, stated as to the con- 
| dition of the peasantry of the West of 


Ireland, and the causes of the poverty 
there. He pointed out that it was the 


| deliberate policy of the landlords to cause 


a sub-division of land and to make the 


Irish population dependent on potatoes, 


in order to increase the number of their 


| tenants and exact a still greater imposi- 


a | 
| 


tion of rents from these poor, unhappy 
people. It is familiar to everyone who 


| has studied this question that political 
| motives also led the landlords in the past 


|to encourage 


the sub-division of these 


| holdings in the West of Ireland, where the 


|most acute poverty prevails. 
| lords 


It proved that you | 


| 





The land- 
deliberately brought about the 
existence of these congested districts 
and the acute distress of these districts. 
And yet my Irish Friends are condescend- 
ing to take this mess of pottage from the 
Government and consenting to a policy of 
compensation to the landlords, of totally 
exempting from contribution to the poor 
rate these very men who have unjustly 


‘imposed burdens on the people, and whose 
been pursued by the Party opposite ever | 


selfish policy has largely created the 
misery which has to be relieved. 

*Tuz CHANCELLOR or tHe EX 
CHEQUER: My honourable Friend ob- 
jects to exempting landlords from_ the 
rates. This Bill proposes to place Irish 
landlords with regard to the rates pre 
cisely in the same position as the English 
landlords. That is all. No English 
landlord pays as a landlord. He only 
pays rates as an occupier. Irish land- 
lords will in future pay rates as occl 
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piers. Whether this view is right or 
wrong, I will again remind the Com- 
mittee that it ought to be discussed on 
the clause of the Bill. Supposing, how- 
ever, the honourable Member were to 
succeed in eliminating the poor rate from 
this resolution, what would be the result ? 
Would he make the landlords liable to the 
rate! Not in the least. That clause 
would still remain in the Bill, and might 
be carried against him in this House. 
What he would do would be this: he 
would impose the rate hitherto paid by 
the landlord upon the occupier without 
any relief from the Exchequer. 


Mr. CLANCY: 
the Liberal 
Although 
our right 
manage 


The 


Members 


attitude of 
surprises me. 
they recognise theoretically 
to ourselves and 
own affairs, it somehow 
always turns out that they won’t allow 
us to do it. 


govern 
our 


We now desire a say in the 
distribution of this money under the 
Bill, and they want to dictate to the re- 
presentatives of Ireland how that money 
is to be spent. I don’t really know 
whether all of them take the view of the 
honourable and learned Member for the 
Border Burghs. It is admitted that the 
money is Ireland’s, and by what right do 
they interfere? By what right do these 
English Home Rulers try to prevent Irish 
Home Rulers doing what they like with 
their own! I have been trying to 
analyse the motives of these honourable 
Gentlemen, and trying to reconcile their 
professions with their practice. I utterly 
fail. The only thing I see is that in 
some way or other they admit that these 
affairs are ours, and that we can manage 
them as we like, and yet they are per- 
petually poking their noses and fingers 
into business which does not concern 
them at all. I could understand the atti- 
tude of the richt honourable Gentleman 
who has just sat down if he denied that 
the money was ours. Indeed, some of 
the expressions which he used in the 
course of the discussion would rather 
throw doubt upon the point, because he 
spoke of the British Treasury as some- 
thing entirely confined to England and 
Scotlind. If contribute for Irish 
purposes out of the British Treasury, all 
I can say is we contribute far more 
than our proper share of the expenses. 
If this was their own-money, the money 


vou 
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of the British taxpayer, I could under- 
stand their position and their right to 
interfere in order to tell us how to distri- 
bute it. But then the honourable 
Member has just told us, in answer to 
a question from myself, that this money 
it not the money of the British taxpayer. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I hope the honour- 
able Member for North Dublin will 
excuse me if I interrupt him. What I 
meant to intimate was that I did not 
believe Ireland was entitled to an equiva- 
lent fairly estimated for the agricultural 
grant given to England. That was all 
I meant. 


Mr. CLANCY: That is exactly what 
I meant. That is what I understood as 
admitting that the money is ours. Two 
years ago’ the honourable Gentleman, or, 
at any rate, this Parliament, agreed to pay 
out of the Imperial Exchequer half the 
agricultural rates of every Englishman 
and Scotchman. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Not Scotch- 


men. 


Mr. CLANCY: If Scotchmen have not 
got their half, probably they have got 
more. At all events, they are not likely 
to be cheated by Englishmen or by Irish- 
men. But two years ago Parliament 
voted to pay out of the Imperial 
Exchequer half the agricultural rates for 
England and for Scotland. 


Dr. CLARK: No, not for Scotland. 


Mr. CLANCY: What is the use of 
contradicting me? The point is plain to 
everybody except the right honourable 
Gentleman below me. Two years ago, 
by Act of Parliament—oh, I see the 
point of the honourable Gentleman ; it 
was the year after with regard to Scot- 
land. I apologise to him. At all events, 
they have got it now. 


Dr. CLARK: I really do not want to 
interfere, but as a matter of fact there 
were five-eighths of one-half, and not one- 
half, paid to Scotland. 


Mr. CLANCY: I will not enter into 
those minute calculations. I say, and I 
repeat, that, as everybody knows, half 
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the agricultural rates are now paid in 
England and Scotland, and were ordered 
to be paid by Act of Parliament a couple 
of years ago out of Imperial funds; and 
on that occasion everybody in the House 
admitted that an equivalent grant was 
due to Ireland, and you actually made a 
so-called equivalent grant, namely, a 
grant of £180,000, and the curious prin- 
ciple was adopted of voting an Imperial 
grant in the shape of and in the propor- 
tions adopted by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty. Having done that, the 
House of Commons and Parliament has 
admitted that this money is owing to 
Ireland; and by what earthly right, I 
ask, does any Englishman, and especially 
any Home Ruler, who wants to give Ire- 
land, apparently, the opportunity of 
managing its own affairs as it likes, 
interfere in a matter which affects Ire- 
land exclusively! My reasons for object- 
ing to this Amendment are twofold. I 
do not know whether my honourable 
Friend the Member for Scuth Mayo is 
going to vote for it or not. I gather 
that he is going to vote for it. Broadly 
speaking, then, what he will vote for is 
stopping half this grant from Ireland. 
If this Amendment is carried, instead of 
£730,000 a year going to Ireland there 
will be only about £400,000 a year going 
to Ireland; and it is better that this 
should be understood at once. That is 
the practical meaning of the Amendment. 
Now I have no notion, for one, of stop- 
ping this money from Ireland. There is too 
much money due to Ireland from Eng- 
land for me to object to any money going 
there, no matter where it comes from 
or where it goes to in Ireland. It is 
better that it should be in Irish pockets 
than in English pockets. At all events, 
that is my opinion, and I think those 
gentlemen who seem inclined to laugh 
at what I am saying would say the same 
thing if they were in the same position 
as Irishmen. I object to this Amend- 
ment, then, first because it will practi- 
cally cut off half this agricultural grant, 
and Ireland cannot afford to make a sacri- 
fice of that kind for a merely theoretical 
principle. I object to the Amendment 
for another reason. Now I heard, in 
the excellent speech of the honourable 
Member for the Border Burghs, several 
very good reasons for not giving aid 


Mr. Clancy. 
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to the landlords, and I have no doubt 
that when the honourable Member for 
South Mayo speaks I shall also hear a 
good many things witu which I agree, 
Certainly I do not think for one moment 
that if the landlords are to be com- 
pensated they deserve to have compensa- 
tion at the hands cf the Irish people. 
But, on tho other hand, I think the 
British Parliament and the British people 
are bound to the Irish landlords, whom 
they bribed, and at one time propped 
up by unjust laws to enable them to rob 
the tenants, and then deprived them of 
that power without any compensation. 
But, while I say this, I maintain that 
Ireland owes nothing to the landlords of 
Ireland. Why, then, do I support the 
Amendment? Does not everyone know 
that if this money is not paid to the 
landlords in relief of the landlords’ share 
cf local taxation this Bill will not pass 
into law! There is no use in blinking 
facts. We cannot expect a Unionist 
Ministry such as that which is in power 


at present—it is absolutely useless to 
expect a Ministry like that which we see 
upon the Bench cpposite to pass this 


Bill without this consideration being 
given to the Irish landlerds for its 
acceptance. And when I hear cheers, 
ironical and otherwise, on this side, I 
will ask honourable Members, when did 
they oppose any Local Government Bill 
with or without any consideration! You 
find fault. You want us, first of all, to 
tell you why we support this Bill, and 
when we do so you ridicule our reasons. 
I repeat that, while I for one do not 
admit that Ireland owes these landlords 
anything, I am prepared to contend that 
this Bill ought to be extended to Ireland 
with or without any consideration being 
paid to any party for accepting it. 
Formerly the landlord always put on 
the rent the half of the rates that he 
paid, and he made it an excuse that he 
did pay half the rates. But I am not 
going to enter into these small pvints. 
I recognise facts. I say that those who 
vote for this Amendment will vote for 
the rejection of the Bill; that is the 
meaning of it, and I am not going 
to keep local government away from 
Ireland such as is offered by this 
Bill for any that kind. 
Let me _ just to the 


reason of 
point out 
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honourable Member for South Mayo that 
he is treading on very dangerous ground 
with his own countrymen. The whole 
benefit under this Bill, in the case of the 
tenant purchasers, will go to the tenant 
purchasers. They will get the bene- 
tit of the whole of the grant; and I 
cannot forget that there are already abso- 
lutely three times as many of the new 
class of iandlords in Ireland as there are 
of the old. I am not going to deprive 
the new class of landlords, who are 
struggling into existence as landlords, of 
this great boon. Sir, I repeat that to 
vote for this Amendment to-night is to 
vote against the Second Reading of this 
Bill, and I cannot understand, knowing 
that to be the consequence of carrying 
this Amendment, how any Irishman can 
support it. 


Mr. DAVITT: Sir, I thoroughly 
agreo with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that the proper time to 
raise any objection to the appropriation 
of the amount under this grant between 
Irish landlords would be when we reach 
the clause in the Bill; but, as I have 
been challenged by more than one kind 
friend as to what I am going to do if 
this Amendment goes to a Division, I 
will trouble the Committee with a few 
remarks as to the reasons why I intend 
to support the Amendment. Now my 
honourable and learned Friend behind 
me uas tried to make a point for his argu- 
ment in answering the speech of the 
honourable Member above the Gangway 
by sayin that this was an Irish matter, 
and that no Englishman had any right 
to interfere with regard to the appoint- 
ment of the grant. Very well; I accept 
the argument that this is Irish money, 
and that Irishmen ought to be allowed to 
apportion it. May I ask my honourable 
Friend this question? If, instead of 
leaving the division of this money to this 
House, its division was left to the 82 
Trish Nationalist Members, would he be 
in favour of giving £380,000 to the land- 
lords? [I say, Mr. Lowther, there is a 
great deal of humbug talked about this 
gift to Ireland. If this money was being 
given to Ireland for the benefit of real 
Trish industries I would support it, but 
I know right well that half the grant will 
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go to Irish landlords, and ultimately 
the remainder will go to them also. My 
honourable and learned Friend behind 
me says I should not handicap the future 
of the new landlords by opposing this 
Amendment. I am not in favour of 
creating landlords in Ireland—we have 
had too many of them; and I am no 
more in favour of the petty landlords 
than of the larger landlords. And let me 
give one reason why I would support this 
Amendment. It is this: that in propor- 
tion as you lessen rates you bolster up 
rents; and when the honourable and 
learned Member below me talks about 
benefits conferred upon poor tenants in 
Ireland by relieving the rates, he is talk- 
ing sheer nonsense. The difficulty is not 
the incidence of rating, but the injustice 
of rent, as has been pointed out again 
and again. It has been declared by Sir 
James Caird and other economic autho- 
rities. If you want relief from real agri- 
cultural industries in Ireland, legitimate 
relief must come from the rents, which 
are excessive, and not from the pockets 
of the general taxpayer. I know there 
is a great temptation for Irishmen to 
agree to this Bill because, as my honour- 
able Friend behind me says, it will get 
us back biackmail. Yes, but who will be 
blackmailed? Surely the taxpayers of 
Ireland, the artisans of Dublin, the 
mechanics of Waterford, the labourers in 
Limerick, the artisans in Derry—these 
will have to pay blackmail as well as the 
taxpayers in England. And I would 
remind my honourable Friend that we 
have one or two millions of Irishmen in 
Great Britain who would have to pay 
this blackmail. But I am not going to 
blackmail even those English working- 
men who are prepared to give us Home 
Rule by bribing the Irish landlords. 
And, moreover, I take this stand, I am 
going to fight for Irish liberty without 
inflicting wrong upon others. My beliof 
is that we should strive to win national 
liberty for Ireland without inflicting 
injustice even upon those who in the past 


‘have inflicted injustice upon us. Even if 


the carrying of this Amendment should 
result in the defeat of the Bill. I shall 
still vote in favour of it. I am not pre- 
pared to seek Irish liberty by bribing. I 
have fought for Irish liberty, I think, as 
long as any man in this House, and I am 
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prepared to do it again, and to go where 
I have been sent by more than one Eng- 
lish Government ; but I will fight honour. 
ably and fairly, and I shall not endeavoar 
to bolster up a Bill for Ireland by inflict- 
ing injustice even upon England. 


Dr. CLARK: I want to get from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer some reasou 
for the course which has been taken by 
the Government in this matter. I wish 
to have from him some reason why they 
have changed their minds, and begun 
this new policy, and to know whether :t 
is intended to carry it out. This Amend- 
ment raises an issue which I want to see 
raised. When, two years ago, the Goveru- 
ment proposed their Bill for paying one 
half of the English agricultural rates, 1 
opposed it, but it was carried after an 
all-night sitting. In the year following 
a Bill was passed for Scotland, not paying 
half the agricultural rates. It allocated 
to Scotsmen only one-eleventh per cent. 
of what was given to Englishmen. Of 
course we should like to get more, bu: 
we had only 11 per cent. How was it 
allocated? Not one half, but only five- 
eighths of the half, goes to Scotland. 
One half of the rate is paid by 
the occupiers, and the other half is paid 
by the landlords. In regard to 
the application of this proposal to 
Ireland, it is entirely a new  prin- 
ciple. When those two Bills were 
before us, the grounds urged by the 
Government were the benefits to English 
landlords and occupiers who were suffer- 
ing from the depression. We have a-new 
departure here. I want to get from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what. he 
means by taking this course, because 
surely two things are involved. There is 
first the grant to the landlords. When 
the English Bill was before us creating 


local government for England, you had. 


no difficulty, because, as has been pointed 

out here to-night, the English -landlord 

paid the rates of the occupier, so that 

you made no change there. Then. the 

next year they brought in a Bill tocreate 
Mr. Davitt. 
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a new local government for Scotland, 
What was the position of the landlord? 
He occupied a different position even 
from that of the Irish landlord. He not 
only paid half the rate, but the Scotch 
landlord paid the whole county rate; he 
paid one-half of the poor rate and one 
half of the school rate. But you made no 
change then. Now you are proposing a 
change for which, so far as the Bills for 
England and Scotland are concerned, 
there is no precedent with regard to 
relieving landlords. You are not placing 
your Irish legislation in the same posi- 
tion as your English and _ Scotch 
legislation on this subject, but you 
are going back on the pledges you 
gave and the statements you 
made in carrying those two Bills. 
Take the position in Scotland. The 
Scotch landlord has to pay half the poor 
rates ; why, then, should the Irish land- 
lord go free? And the Scotch landlord, 
in addition, has to pay half the school 
rate, while neither the Irish nor the 
English landlord has to pay anything of 
the kind. The Scotch landlord has also 
to pay the consolidated rate, and any- 
thing more that may be wanted for 
county government. In fact, he pays 
the great bulk of the county rate, half 
the poor rate, and half the education 
rate. That being so, how can vou fairly 
free the Irish and the English landlords 
from paying these rates! Those who 
are supporting this Amendment are 
doing so as good Radicals, and it is the 
Government who, in promoting this 
change, have gone contrary to the 
speeches and pledges that they gave in 
bringing forward local government legis- 
lation for England and Scotland. We 
have been given no reason at all for this 
action. We have had no statement from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. We 
are told that we must consider this as 
the essential principle of the Bill, and 
that unless this Resolution is carried— 
unless you pay the landlord’s rate for 
him, nothing further will be done. My 
honourable Friend the Member for 
Dublin fairly states that, if we get 4 
majority to defeat this Resolution, it 
will involve the defeat of the Bill. Of 
course I am content to defeat the Bill, 
because I think you are going upon 
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wrong lines. Probably in the past real 
property may have been much more 
rated in proportion to personal property. 
Personal property may be growing more 
rapidly in value, and there may be some 
change in rating required; but all that 
was done for England and Scotland when 
you brought in your Bills, and Ireland 
gets the benefit of it. Ireland gets its 
share of the probate duty, the licence 
duty, and everything else given for the 
purpose of placing real and personal pro- 
perty in the same position. But has 
there been a change in that respect re- 
quiring the great change now proposed 
to be made? It seems to me that not 
a single argument has been brought for- 
ward, except the statement that, unless 
we consent to this change, you will get 
rid of the Bill. I hope the Amendment 
will be carried to a Division, and then 
we shall prove how fallacious and ridicu- 
lous the statements of the Government 
were when, two years ago and last year, 
they brought forward these Bills for Eng- 
land and Scotland. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): The speech 
of the honourable Gentleman who has 
just sat down, and other speeches made 
from the Liberal Benches to-night, might 
seem to prove that more interest is taken 
in Ireland by others than by those of us 
who live in that country. I am afraid, 
however, that it is not because they love 
Treland more, but because they love 
Home Rule less, that we have heard so 
many of these peculiar speeches to-night. 
Now the honourable Member for South 
Molton has drawn a contrast between 
the relief given in regard to rates to the 
labourers or tenants in the west of Ire- 
land and the large amount of relief given 
under the rating proposals to landlords 
like the Marquess of Lansdowne. Sir, this 
contrast is quite in keeping with the 
action of the honourable Member for 
South Molton upon this question. He 
objects to any relief being given to the 
landlords in Ireland, yet he went into 
the Lobby and voted for the Agricultural 
Bill in England and the Government 
Rating Bill of England, under which his 
valuation, I suppose, was reduced by 
some thousands, or by some hundreds at 
least. Under that Bill he will shovel 
into his pocket this money from the 
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Inperial Treasury to which Irishmen 
have subscribed. I wonder whether the: 
honourable Member will philanthropically 
distribute amongst his labourers this 
grant which he got under the Bill for 
which he voted two years ago, and which 
is now to be applied in principle to 
Ireland. We have heard to-night from 
the Liberal Benches tremendous denun- 
ciations of Irish landlords; but, Sir, we 
who live in Ireland have some bitter 
memories of how the Liberal Party, when 
in power, supported the Irish landlords,. 
and helped them in their evictions and 
house burnings. It strikes us as peculiar 
to-night that those very gentlemen who 
when they were in power supported the 
Irish landlords in their worst excesses, 
should now object to this small grant 
being. given to them. Well, there has 
been another objection made to this Bill. 
It is, Sir, that this Bill will increase the 
purchase price of land in Ireland. Is 
there no other cause of that increase? 
The American war, which has commenced 
within the last few weeks has sent up 
the price of agricultural produce, as well 
as the price of land in Ireland. We have 
heard in this Debate that Scotchmen 
object to this grant- going to Ireland ; 
but they have taken the grant for Scot- 
land. Scotchmen hold peculiar notions 
about finance, as we know from the old 
story of the Scottish chieftain who 
turned out upon the highway to prey 
upon the Saxons, and, by way of excuse, 
said he was prepared to take their money 
if he could not have their blood. I 
think that has often been the policy of 
Scotchmen in cases of this kind. We 
have been told, furthermore, that we must 
have local government for Ireland on 
equal terms with local government for 
England and Scotland. On what terms 
was local government given to Scotland? 
The landlord in Scotland pays some of 
the rates, and under this Bill the Irish 
landlords will be relieved of the rates for 
their tenants. In Scotland, as I have 
said, the landlords pay some rates, but 
on what terms have they got county 
government? They have joint public 
committees for supervising the expendi- 
ture, and if we were to accept their prin- 
ciple we should continue to tax the 
landlords for half the rents of the 
tenants, and I do not see how we could 
resist the appointment of supervising 
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joint committees, as they have them now 
in Scotland. Sir, the law in England is | 
that the landlord only pays rates for | 
the land which is in his own hands. 
Well, Sir, that being so, there are no 
joint committees, no supervising powers 
over the county councils in England. If 
we are to get county councils on the 
same terms in Ireland, I do not see how 
we can claim to be in a different position. 
I shall not detain the House at further 
length. I think that in this case we are 
certainly justified in resisting the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member for 
South Molton. If that Amendment were 
carried it would mean that this grant to 
Ireland would be reduced by £300,000, 
‘which sum, under the Bill, would be put 
on to the tenants and occupiers in Ire- 
land, and on that ground alone I shall 
vote against the Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON: I venture to submit 
respectfully to the Committee that the 
matter has been sufficiently discussed, 


and that we should now come to a Divi- | 


sion. There are only two points which, 
in a sentence or two, I desire to say a 
word upon. There have been some 
speeches from the Irish Benches whicn 
I feel bound to say most certainly do 
not represent the views of the great 
majority of the Irish Members. I do not 
intend, nor would it be really orderly, to 
take up the time of the Committee by 
going over those speeches, 
allude to two points. Observations fell 
from the honourable Member for Derry 
indicating remorse for having supported 
the Budget of 1894, and he ventured to 
say that Irish Members regretted the 
action they took on that occasion. To 
that I have to say, speaking for the great 
majority of Irish Members, that we do 
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;not regret our action. We are content 
with the action we took, and in the 
| future we shall, I hope, always be found 
| supporting a financial policy so sound and 
so fraught with justice to our own people, 
as well : as to the workers of this country, 
as the great Budget of 1894. That is 
one of the points I could not let pas; 
without a word. The other point I wish 
to refer to is the taunt that was thrown 
out to the Liberal Party when some 
honourable Member thoughtlessly asked, 
“Why have you never introduced a Local 
Government Bill for Ireland?” No more 
preposterous remark was ever made. I 
will give the answer. The Liberal Party 
never introduced a Local Government Bill 
because we would not let them. We de- 
manded something from them larger and 
greater than a Local Government Bill; 
and the very Member who flung the taun: 
would have been among the very first to 
denounce the Liberal Party from being 
traitors to Home Rule. My position is 
| absolutely clear and simple. I support 
the Resolution. I oppose the Amend- 
ment, not because I differ in principle 
from the honourable Member for South 
Mayo, or from the principles laid dowa 
with great eloquence by the honourable 
Member for the Border Burghs, who has 
always proved a sincere friend of Ire- 
land, but because we have been told that 
we are to get no local government unless 
we pay this blackmail for it. I am pre- 
pared to support what appears to me & 
most flagitious waste of public money, 
because only on such terms can we obtain 
local government for Ireland. 








Question put— 


“That the words, 
part of the Question.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 186; 


‘poor rate and,’ stand 


| Noes 40.—(Division List No. 93.) 
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Parnell, John Howard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Sheehy, David 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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reported To-morrow. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


Local Government 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and Muans, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 


On the return of the CHarrmay, after 
the usual interval, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Clause 13, page 7, line 12, leave out ‘for 
a county,’ and insert ‘so appointed.’ 


“Clause 13, page 7, line 20, leave out sub- 
section 5, and insert— 


“The salary of any coroner shall be fixed 
by the county council, with the approval of 
the Local Government Board, and shall not 
be subject to increase or diminution, but in 
the case of existing coroners such salary shall 
not be less than the maximum amount paid 
to such coroners since their election to office.” 


—(Mr. Timothy Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY (Cork City): I 
desire to move the Amendment stand- 
ing in the name of the _ honour- 
able Member for North Louth. The 
right honourable and learned Gentle- 
man will see that it is with the object of 
limiting the clause to the cases of new 
appointments ; and whatever is to be said 
in favour of the principle of changing 
the law in the cases of coroners appointed 
after its application I wish to point out 
that the coroner’s office is a freehold, and 
it has always been so held in Ireland. 
After this clause passes into law it is 
difficult to believe that it will continue 
to be a freehold office. At any rate, 
however that may be, this clause un- 
questionably makes an important change 
in the Statute, and I think the Govern- 
ment will have some difficulty in defend- 
ing the proposal that that change should 
apply to the cases of existing coroners. 
He is not an officer of the county in a 
sense; he is paid by the county council, 
but he is not their servant—he is not 
amenable to their orders. He acts under 
the common law of the kingdom, and 
fills a judicial office. The sole connection 
between the coroner and the county 
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council is that his salary is levied off the 
county. That being 80, you cannot put 
the coroner as an ordimary county officer, 
But even if you did, all the other county 
officers have their rights safeguarded. 
An elaborate series of protections are 
devised for them in subsequent clauses, 
and therefore their status is carefully pre- 
served. It is enacted that they will hold 
office under the county council on exactly 
the same terms as under the grand jury. 
Why an exception should be made in the 
case of a man who is not a county coun- 
cil officer, I am at a loss to see, aad I 
protest. against any proposal that goes in 
that direction, because no scandals have 
arisen in connection with the coroners in 
Ireland. I trust that the Government 
will see their way to confining its opera- 
tion to new officers. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I think this and 
some other Amendments put on the 
move him from his office for misconduct of 
what the clause is. From the earliest 
time the Lord Chancellor had jurisdiction 
over the coroner, and had power to re- 
move him from his office for misconduct of 
any kind ; but the misconduct of the coro- 
ner should be brought before his notice by 
the freeholders of the county concerned. 
That action of the Lord Chancellor was 
not an administrative proceeding; it 
was a judicial proceeding. Thirty years 
ago a Statute was passed in England 
identical with this, the 23 and 24 Vict. 
which merely consolidated the law 
and provided that the Lord Chancellor 
could remove the coroner for inability or 
misbehaviour. That was a judicial Act, 
and I may call the attention of the 
honourable Member to a judgment of Lord 
Campbell, reported in the second Law 
Journal, where he laid down the duty of 
the Lord Chancellor with reference to 
coroners. Now, that clause was re 
enacted a few years ago in _ identi- 
cal terms, and. it came before the 
then Lord Chancellor (reported in 
the Law Journal, Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion), and he laid down the law in the 
same terms—that where any judge was 
empowered to remove a man from office 
from any cause, he must necessarily give 
notice to the officer who holds the office, 
and could only remove him after he had 
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had an opportunity of defending himself 
against any accusation made against him. 
The danger, therefore, which the honour- 
able Member apprehends has no existence, 
and it would be quite impossible for the 
Lord Chancellor to act in any other way 
than he did in reference to those officers 
over whom he had the power of dis- 
missal—namely, hear the accusation in 
open court, give due notice to the 
person accused, hear what excuse or 
justification he had to offer, and then, 
upon the evidence of both sides, pro- 
nounce the decision he was bound to 
give. Again, if an officer so removed 
felt he was aggrieved, he could, on peti- 
tion, have the decision reviewed. He 
might mention that this clause was put 
in because it was felt desirable to assimi- 
late the law in Ireland to what it was 
in England, where it had obtained for 
many years without a single instance 
having been brought forward in which 
it could be suggested that anyone had 
been aggrieved. 


Mr. M. HEALY thanked the right 
honourable and learned Gentleman for 
his statement, which he thought was 
quite satisfactory, indicating, as it did, 
that the action of the Lord Chancellor 
would be judicial, and not executive, as 


to which there had been some appre- 
hension. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


To omit sub-section 5, and to insert— 

“The salary of any officer shall be fixed by 
the county council with the approval of the 
Local Government Board, and shall not be 
subject to increase or diminution, but in the 
case of existing officers shall not be less than 
the maximum amount paid to such coroners 


since their election to office.’—(Mr. Timothy 
Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY moved this Amendment 
on behalf of Mr. Timorny Heaty. He 
said the Amendment 


either to increasing or decreasing a 
coroner’s salary. 
some rational method for fixing the 


salary. The original payment 
coroners in Ireland depended upon the 
number of inquests they held. He 
thought the arrangement was £2 
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an inquest, and the amount which the 
coroner drew in respect of his office 
depended upon the degree ot his activity 
in holding those inquests, 
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Mr. ATKINSON said he preferred the 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
honourable Member for Londonderry 
(Mr. Knox), in the following terms— 


“Coroners shall be paid by salary instead 
of by fees, and the salaries of coroners and 
the scale of allowances for expenses shall be 
fixed by the county council on or before the 
29th of September, 1899; and thenceforward, 
on or before the 29th day of September, every 
fifth year at such sum as the Local Govern- 
ment Board may approve, having regard to the 
number of inquests during the three previous 
years, provided that the salaries and scale of 
allowances payable to the coroners heretofore 
appointed shall not be less than the average 
of the sums received by them during the 
three years before the passing of the Act.” 


He would be quite willing to consider the 
matter with regard to both Amendments 
between now and the Report stage, and 
to frame a clause to carry out the inten- 
tion of both. 


THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: Does the honourable Member 
for Cork wish to move the omission of 
sub-section 5? 


Mr. M. HEALY: I am quite willing to 


| accept the proposal of the Attorney 
General to bring in a clause embodying 


the main features of both Amendments. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CLANCY: I beg to move the 
Amendment that stands in my name. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Clause 12, page 7, line 21, at end, add—~ 


“4 county council may, with the consent of 
the Local Government Board, grant to a 
coroner who becomes incapable of discharging 
the duties of his office from old age or by 
reason of confirmed ill-health, such superannu- 
ation allowance as such council, in concur- 
rence with the Local Government Board, 
deems fit under all the circumstances of the 


| case."—( Mr. Clancy.) 
It only provided for | 


This Amendment, Sir, permits the 
Local Government Board to say whether 
superannuation shall be allowed, and 
also to say what the amount shall be; 
and therefore I expect that there will be 
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no opposition to it. On the wording of 
it some superannuation might have to 
be given, but if the county council 
wanted to avoid giving any superannua- 
tion allowance, evidently they might fix 
upon such a smal! amount that it would 
be equivalent to not giving any at all. 
No doubt, in a great many cases, the 
county council may have no reason to 
grant, and ought not to give, compensa- 
tion, but there may be special circum- 
stances attaching to particular cases, in 
which the council might desire, if it had 
the power, to give superannuation of 
some kind. I do not desire to throw 
burdens on the new bodies which the 
ratepayers cannot pay, especially as I 
know that a very great increase in the 
rates will have to be borne by the occu- 
piers. I submit that this Amendment 


Local Government 


will do no more than enable the county 
council to give compensation, where they 
would gladly give it if they had the 
power, and I submit respectfully that the 
Committee ought not to object to give 
this power to the county council. 


Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I hope 
these words will not be put into the 
clause, for it will be opening the door 
to a very great danger by the rush of 
unfit applicants for the post of coroner. 
All honourable Members, and especially 
Trish Members, are inundated with 
letters regarding these appointments. IT 
certainly object to an Amendment of this 
kind, and I trust the Committee will not 
accept it. There is another view. Coro- 
ners are, as a rule, professional men, and 
they take these positions in competition 
with others, and are very glad to get 
them. There is, therefore, no reason 
why they should be placed in a better 
position than they are at present, at the 
cost of the ratepayers. Above all, in 
view of the fact that you may be opening 
the door for a rush of applicants of an 
unfit character, I trust the Committee 
will not accept this Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
accept the Amendment of the honourable 
Member. I do not know of any case in 
which an officer who is not giving his 
whole time to the public service is enti- 
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tled by law to superannuation. Such a 
case very seldom, if ever, occurs, and at | 


Mr. Clancy. 
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the very outset I may say that the most 
which the Government van possibly con- 
cede in this inatter is that those who 
devote the whole of their time to their 
services as cororers might be brought 
under the Superannuation Act of 1865. 
We could not possibly give countenance 
to the proposal that a man who spends 
only part of his time in the public ser- 
vice should be superannuated. 


Mr. TULLY: I think the cost 
of this svnerannuation will fall en- 
tirely upon the ratepayers or occupiers, 
and we should be very zealous to see that 
there is no proposal to increase that 
expense. With regard to the cororers 
the people eligible for those positions are 
confined to a very small class, chieily 
magistrates, solicitors, and doctors. In 
the case of doctors, if the applicant is 
the dispensary, doctor for the district 
the Local Government Board object, and 
very properly, to his being the coroner. 
The magistrates are generally men of 
position and wealth, who do not care to 
compete for such small offices. It is, 
therefore, confined to solicitors and doc- 
tors, and these gentlemen, if they have 
good practices of their own, are not likely 
to be candidates. I think, in a case like 
this, the Government were very wise in 
not agreeing to any proposal for super- 
annuation, and I hope they will act in 
the same way with other officials later on. 


Mr. CLANCY: I do not think the 
right honourable Gentleman is accurate 
in saying that there is no class of officer 
entitled to superannuation. except those 
who give their whole time to the duties of 
the oftice. As a matter of fact, medical 
officers in Ireland are not excluded from 
their right to a pension or superannua- 
tion on the ground that. they do not give 
their whole time to the duties, for Parlia- 
ment passed an Act entitling them to 
superannuation. I wish to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether he would 
be willing to consider this matter in con- 
nection with the other questions arising 
later on upon the same subject. If he 
will do that, I will not press my Amend- 
ment to a Division, especially as he has 
promised to look into the question and 
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see whether there are cases of doctors 
who do not give their whole time, and 
ask for compensation. I understand, Mr. 
Lowther, that there are such officers, and 
I am given to understand that there are 
at least. a dozen coroners in Ireland giving 
their whole time to the duties, and, that 
being so, I submit, at all events, that 
this ought to be considered. A good 
many of them have been appointed for 
a large number of years, and in that case, 
at all events, if they give their whole 
time to it, they are as much entitled to 
superannuation as any other officers who 
give their whole time. If the right 
honourable Gentleman will promise to 
consider that point I will withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Mr. G. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will not consider anything of the kind, 
for it will open the door to something 
which I am sure the right honourable 
Gentleman does not desire to happen. I 
would like to remind the Committee that 
there is a very important section of the 
people to be considered, and they are the 
occupiers and the ratepayers; and I 
think that, as the whole expense of any 
increase will fall upon the ratepayers in 
the future, their interests should be very 


seriously and very carefully considered. 
I do not know of any class in Ireland 
which is so well treated, and which has 
so little to complain of, as the official 


class. They are the one class in Ireland 
who have no real complaint. They live 
on the fat of the land, and have every- 
thing that is good, and the poor occupiers 
who have to pay these men and furnish 
them with big salaries have to labour 
and sweat to earn the money to pay 
them. And now these ofticers are 
not satisfied. I do hope that the 
House will rise equal to the occasion, 
for it is an occasion of the greatest 
importance to the Irish people. We 
have heard it stated that it is our 
policy to abuse the landlords for exacting 
undue rent, and I quite agree with hon- 
ourable Gentlemen when they take up 
that position. But I also say that the 
money which you have to pay to the 
officials is as hardly earned as the money 
you have to pay to the landlord, and I 
do not see any difference in degree in 
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any other way in transferring from the 
pockets of the landlords to the pockets 
of the officials this money which is wrung 
from the Irish ratepayers. I hope and 
trust that the right honourable Gentle 
man will stick to his guns, and stand 
by the ratepayers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is just 
possible that I made a mistake just now 
with regard to my statement in reference 
to superannuation not being given to offi- 
cers who did not devoce the whole of their 
time to their public duties. It is quite 
true, as the honourable Member has 
pointed out, that medical officers in Ire- 
land have the right to superannuation, 
and may receive it from the guardians, 
but they are liable to be called upon at 
any time when required. Therefore I 
was not perfectly accurate in saying tnat 
they gave the whole of their time. But 
the coroners, however, are in a very dif- 
ferent position, for they might not be 
called on more than once or twice a 
month. However, where they do give 
their whole time, I will go as far as I 
suggested, and bring them within the 
Superannuation Act of 1865. 


Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): I 
hope the Government will stick to the 
decision they have arrived at, and not 
give this Amendment any further con- 
sideration. My honourable Friend said 
that he knew 10 or 12 cases where coro- 
ners gave the whole of their time. Well, 
those coroners accepted the position, and 
did not expect at the time to get any 
superannuation, and now those gentle 
men want to get in a better position 
under this Bill than they were in before. 
Now, I contend that they have no right 
to be placed in a better position than 
they were in before. I do not see why 
this should be imposed on the county 
councils when they are formed, and they 
should not have the power to grant a 
large amount in superannuation allow- 
ances. I strongly protest against coro- 
ners, or men in that position, who have 
accepted their duties subject to the con- 
dition of not having a pension, coming for- 
ward now and claiming a position which 
they had not before, for, by accepting 
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this, we should be paying them for doing 
nothing. 














Mr. CLANCY: As the right honour- 
able Gentleman has promised to take 
into favourable consideration the ques- 
tion of giving compensation to those 
coroners who devote their whole time 
to their duties, I will withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I did not 
say “compensation.” What I said was 
that they might come within the Super- 
annuation Act of 1865. 


Mr. CLANCY: That was what I under- 
stood you to say. I beg to withdraw 
my Amendment. 













































































Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
















Question proposed 





“That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. TULLY: I rise, Sir, to urge 
that the Government should take into 
the question of allow- 
ing county councils, if they think fit, 
when a vacancy occurs in the office of 
coroner for any district or county, to 
refuse to appoint any person to the office, 
which office should thereupon cease to 
exist. The clause as drawn by the 
Government makes it compulsory on the 


consideration 
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county council to elect a coroner for 
every existing district in Ireland. I think 
power should be given to county councils 
to amalgamate districts where one 
coroner could easily do the work of the 
two. There are a great deal too many 
coroners in Ireland for the work there is 
to do. In West Meath the work is done 
by one coroner. In Longford, the ad- 
joining county, which is smaller, two 
coroners are appointed, In the case of 
Longford and West Meath power should 
be given to amalgamate. You adopt this 
principle in the case of your resident 
magistrates ; you do not confine them to 
one county. I should like to have an 
expression of opinion from the right 
honourable Gentleman as to whether, on 
Report, the Government will introduce 
wards to give power to the county 
councils, where they think they could 
wisely amalgamate districts, or, where two 
counties could be amalgamated, to 
appoint one coroner to do the work. 
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Dr. RENTOUL (Down, E.) said thig 
could easily be done under the Bill as it 
at present stood. When a vacancy 
occurred in one county the council of 
that county could appoint the coroner of 
the adjoining county, if they thought fit, 
to fill the vacancy. The one coroner 


would then do the work of the two 
counties. 
Mr. ATKINSON agreed that there 


would be nothing to prevent this course 
being adopted, but thought that in most 
cases the district would be too large. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not think the 


amalgamation of two 








counties would 
effect any saving of money, because the 
salary of the coroners is to be calculated 
in proportion to the amount of work to 
be done. It is plain that if one man 
undertook to do the work of two counties 
he would charge in proportion. The rate- 
payers would have to pay the same, and 
would necessarily not get their work 
done so well. Under this clause the 
county councils have power to alter and 
consolidate districts within the county, 
and I do not see the slightest use of going 
beyond that. 


Mr. M. HEALY asked what the right 
honourable Gentleman proposed to do in 
the case of Galway, which would not 
come under the Bill, and whose position 
with regard to the appointment of the 
coroner was unique. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the matter would 
be considered. 


Question put. 


Clause agreed to. 


Cuavuse 14. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 7, line 30, to leave out ‘borough, 


and insert ‘urban district.’”—(iir. 4M. 
Healy.) 
Mr. M. HEALY: I wish to ask 


whether there is not some danger that 
by-laws made in an urban district will 
conflict with the by-laws made by the 
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county council. As I understand, it is 
proposed to wholly exclude boroughs from 
the operation of by-laws made by the 
county council. The reason for that, I 
take it, is that boroughs have themselves 
power to make by-laws. _ But there are 
other cases in Ireland where the power 
of making by-laws exists. Urban sani- 
tary districts have power to make by- 
laws, and the power obtains in certain 
towns. I do not think two authorities 
should exist in a county, each capable of 
making by-laws, with the danger that 
the by-laws might conflict. I do not 
wish to press the Amendment. I am not 
sure that it is necessary, but I should 
like the Government to consider the 
matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Boroughs 
have more extensive powers of making 
by-laws than exist in urban districts. I 
do not think that there is any serious 
danger oi a conflict between one local 
authority and another. Not only is the 
power in urban districts, other than 
boroughs, of making by-laws much more 
limited, but the Local Government Board 
would, before sanctioning those by-laws, 
consider whether they would conflict with 
any existing by-laws. Any difficulty 
could be easily settled by the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. M. HEALY said he had no strove 
opinion on the matter. He did not wish 
to do more than draw the attention of 
the Government to it. Ii they were 
satisfied that no inconvenience would 
arise he would not press his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin Co., S.) had 
the following Amendment standing in his 
name :— 


“(3) Provided, further, that all by-laws, 
orders, and regulations of any authority 
whose powers and duties are transferred by 
this Act to any urban district council as are 
in force at the time of the transfer shall, so 
far as they relate to or are in pursuance of 
the powers and duties transferred, continue in 
force as if made by that council, and may be 
revoked or altered accordingly ; and provided, 
also, that nothing in this section contained 
shall affect the power of such urban district 
council under any enactment or otherwise of 
making by-laws, orders, and regulations for 
the good government of its own district.” 
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He said his constituents felt rather 
strongly on this matter. He would not, 
however, press his Amendment, as he 
was sure, ii there was any doubt on the 
point, that the Government would clear 
it up between now and the Report stage. 


Mr. TULLY : I wish to inquire whether 
this power of making by-laws extends 
to cases of extraordinary traffic on roads. 
In England, if a man starts a traction 
engine on a road, the ratepayers make 
the owner of the traction engine contri- 
bute towards the maintenance of the 
road. The law is altogether different 


in Ireland. I think this is a point worth 
consideration. The Irish law should in 
such matters be assimilated to the 
English. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I say that I am 
aware of a recent casa in county Cork 
where a road has had to be thrown ou’ 
of repair in consequence of the heavy 
traffic, traction engine traffic, etc., and 
the local authority could not point to 
any authority for the use of it. That 
road, at’ any rate, it is impossible to 
keep in repair, because it would cost so 
much to do so. It would cost £400 a 
year to keep two miles of road in repair, 
and the local authority had to throw it 
out of repair because they could not 
keep it in order. I ask, is there a 
general power under the Act to deal with 
& specific case of this sort, to cover the 
case of traction engines} Would it be 
competent for county councils to make 
by-laws to deal with those matters? 
The danger which is apparent to my 
mind is this, that this power is so very 
general that it is difficult to say what 
the county councils will be able to do 
and what they will not be able to do. 
I would much prefer in a matter of this 
kind that a series of definite powers 
should be put into this Bill to cover the 
points which must necessarily arise. 


Mr. DILLON: This is a very im- 
portant point, and I should like to know 
whether this is the same clause as was 
given to the county councils of England. 
As a matter of fact, there is at present 
a case before the Lord Chief Justice and 
five judges upon the question of a by-law 
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made by the county council of Kent in 
which it was alleged there was an| 
infringement of Magna Charta in one | 
of their by-laws. I am not sure that the | 
case will not come before the Court of | 
Appeal. If this power gives the county | 
councils power to make by-laws I think | 
it is a very wide ciause indeed. 


*Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE | 
(Wilts, Cricklade): Perhaps I may be | 
permitted to say one word upon this 
subject, because the question of by-laws 
is a very important one, and, as the 
honourable Member who has just pre- 
ceded me has pointed out, has been | 
before the Courts of Law and Parlia | 
ment. The power of making by-laws 
by the English county councils was given 
by section 16, which incorporates the 
Municipal and the Public Health Acts ; 
but the Engiish county councils have 
powers in addition to those which they | 
inherited from the old Quarter Sessions 
in regard to certain matters relating to 
roads, etc., which, no doubt, have given | 
the county councils equal jurisdiction ; | 
and although I think the right honour- | 
avle Gentleman the Attorney General is | 
quite accurate when he says the words | 
o the Municipal (Irish) Act and the | 
Public Health Acts are sufficient to meet 
this point, some of those relating to | 
extraordinary traffic, no doubt, are not | 
actually covered by this section, and it | 
might be desirable upon the Report stage | 
to insert words to show clearly that the 
Irish county councils should have the | 
same powers as the English county coun- | 
cils have under the old Highways Act | 
of 1878. 


Mr. KNOX: I do not think this 
question of extraordinary traffic is a 
matter for a by-law at all. In Eng- 
land it is dealt with by a section of the 
General Highways Act, which gives the 
power to make a levy upon the owners 
of heavy vehicles—such as the contractor | 
who damages the road by his extraordinary 
traffic—for the cost of repairing the road. 
It does not matter very much how you 
give the power, so long as it is given, 
but it is clear that the remedy is not 
by way of penalty. I think the matter 
is one for the consideration of the | 
Government; but it is one which should | 
not, in my opinion, be dealt with by | 
means of a by-law, and I do not think | 
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it could be well dealt with by such @ 
course. If dealt with at all, it should be 
by a separate clause. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Let us see what this 
section says. It is not possible to have 
more general words than— 

“The county councils shall have the same 


power to make by-laws for their counties 
a as the council of a borough have.” 


Mr. M. HEALY: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman consider before 
the Report stage the advisability of 


| giving the local authorities a specific 


power in this matter! 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is a very wid> 
section, and deals with it generally. 


Mr. TULLY: As I was one of the Com- 
mittee upstairs which considered and 
dealt with this point, I know something 
about it. There is in the English Act 
a power of dealing with heavy vehicular 
trattic, and I think we should have a 
similar power in Ireland to deal with 
traction engines and heavy traffic; and 
I ask the right honourable Gentleman 
to consider the case of extraordinary 
traffic when we reach the Report stage 


of the Bill. 
Question put— 
“That Clause 14 stand part of the Bill” 


Clause agreed to. 


CuavsE 15. 


Amendment moved— 


“Page 7, line 22, after ‘of,’ insert ‘pro 
moting and.’”—(Lord Fitzmaurice.) 


*Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Upon this I wish to move the Amendment 
which appears upon the Paper in my 


| name, which, by a mistake upon my part,, 


was inserted in a wrong place. It is an 
Amendment to give the county councils 
the power, not only to oppose legisla- 
tion, but also to promote it where they 
think it{ is necessary. I move the 
Amendment for two reasons, the first of 
which is strictly germane to this Bill, 
because I think it is rather absurd to 
call into existence important bodies like: 
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the county councils, and to give them, 
no doubt, extended powers, and at the 
same time appear to show distrust in 
them by denying them an important 
power like this—a power which is given 
to every municipality in England, bodies 
some of which may become subservient 
rather than superior to the county 
councils themselves. My second reason 
for moving this Amendment is that there 
is a very strong feeling in England 
upon this subject, and I should not 
like at some future time to have an 
objection raised, as it might be, to} 
a Bill brought into this House—it has 
already been introduced—proposed to 
give this power to the English county 
councils that I had remained silent on 
the subject now. I venture to urge it 
upon the Chief Secretary, because, prac- 
tically, the proposal to give this power 
to the English county councils is a pro- 
posal which is put forward by friends of | 
his own—the two honourable Members 
representing Middlesex—in this House. | 
Before 1878 there was nothing to debar 
justices in quarter sessions from promot- 
ing legislation in Parliament, and under 
the Municipal Act the corporations of | 
England have power to promote legisla- | 
tion, subject to certain restrictions laid | 
down in the Act, and if the Amendment 
I move is accepted, it will give the same 
power to Ireland, subject to the same 
restrictions. The London County Coun- 
cil have practically the same power with- 
out limit, and the Local Government Act 
of 1888 duly gives power to oppose Bills. 
The same course is pursued in this Bill. 
Therefore, I have ventured to put down 
this Amendment, in the hope that some 
protest may be raised. Of course, whether 
I proceed to a Division on this question 
depends upon the support I receive from 
the Irish Members. If my Amendment | 
is carried, the day may not be| 
far distant when the powers proposed | 
to be given to county councils in Ireland | 
under this Bill will be conferred on | 
county councils in England. I certainly | 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I hope my 
noble Friend will not press this Amend- 
ment. I do not in the least wish to 
prejudge a question on which there is 
much divergence of opinion. No doubt 
the noble Lord is right in saying that 
many English councils would like to have 
this power, and it might be desirable that 
they and the English councils should 
have it. But it is a very debateable sub- 
ject, and if the powers were granted Par- 
liament would have to consider the pre- 
cise Way in which it should be exercised. 
The Committee have a long and elaborate 
Bill to deal with already. I would sug- 
gest that we should content ourselves at 
present with assimilaiing the system of 
local government in Ireland to that of 
England, and defer the extension of the 
powers of county councils at present. 


Mr. CHANNING - supported the 


| Amendment, as a protest against the 


denial of the powers of promoting legis- 
lation to English county councils, the 
position of which he thought was very 
unsatisfactory at present. 


The Amendment was negatived. 


Question put— 


“That Clause 15, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


Ciavse 16. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 8, line 11, at end add— 


“ All powers now vested in boards of fishery 
conservators shall be transferred to the county 
councils, acting through committees appointed 
by them, and each county situated within the 
same fishery district shall be entitled to a pro- 
portionate representation upon such com- 
mittees.”"—(Captain Donelan.) 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) hoped 


say, without hesitation, that the denial | that the right honourable Gentleman in 


of these powers to English county coun- | 
cils is objectionable. In the County | 
Councils Association there is an almost | 
unanimous feeling that county councils | 


ought to be trusted with these powers. 


charge of this Bill would accept the 


Amendment he had to propose, because 


it would be admitted that there were 
few industries in Ireland which were more 
important than the fishing industry, or 
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more in need of development. He was 
not equally sure that the right honour- 
able Gentleman would agree with him 
in thinking that no board in Ireland was 
more in need of reform than the Fishery 
Board, but he would endeavour to con- 
vince the Chief Secretary on that point 
by mentioning a concrete case. He 
would refer to the composition of the 
Board of Fishery conservators in his own 
constituency—the Board of Conservators 
for the River Blackwater. At first sight 
the composition of this board might ap- 
pear to be fair enough, because six of 
the elected Conservators were allocated 
to the fresh water division, and six to 
the tidal division respectively. The tidal 
division, however, contributed two-thirds 
of the revenue. 
other Conservators. Every owner of a 
private or separate fishery in the fresh 
water division, valued at £100 a year, 
was entitled to a seat on the board, of 
whom there were nine in the fresh water 
division, and there was also entitled to 
a seat upon that board every magis- 
trate who owned as much as a cottage 
garden abutting either on the river or on 
its tributaries, provided he paid an 
annual rod licence of £1. As there were 
some 40 gentlemen in that fortunate 
position, the fresh water division was 
represented on the board by some 50 
available members, as compared with the 
half dozen elected Conservators who 
represented the whole tidal portion of 
the river. He need not say that from a 
public point of view that was its most 
important portion, for it included the 
harbour of Youghal, and a very long 
stretch of seacoast. Although that dis- 
trict was represented by only six mem- 
bers, as compared with 50 for the upper 
portion, it provided the means of support 
for the crews of 142 fishing boats, who 
were entirely dependent upon the fishery 
in the tidal portion of the Blackwater 
for the support of themselves and their 
families. He ventured to think that this 
analysis of the composition of the board 
revealed a very unsatisfactory state of 
affairs, and he also thought that under 
such a system the interests could 
not be properly protected. As a 
matter of fact, in regard to salmon, the 
fishery in the Blackwater had been de 
teriorating from year to year under this 
system, and he sincerely trusted, there- 


Captain Donelan. 


§ COMMONS } 


There were in addition | 
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fore, that the Chief Secretary would 
realise the importance of this matter, 
and would see his way to accept this 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
Government could not accept this Amend 
ment. The constitution of the fishery 
boards in some places might be as un- 
satisfactory as the honourable Member 
had indicated, but he undertook to say 
that under the proposal of the honour- 
able Member the position of the fishery 
boards would be far more unsatisfactory 
|than it is at present. The honourable 
| Member proposed that the fishery boards 
[in future should consist of committees 





|appointed by the county councils, but 
| he had not even provided that the county 
| councils should subscribe towards the 
expenses. The Government had them- 
‘selves placed upon the Paper an Amend- 
ment dealing with this matter. It was 
| in the form of a new clause, in which 
|they proposed that the county council 
|of any county district, corprising the 
whole or part of a fishing district under 
the Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 1848, might 
make towards the expenses of the Board 
of Conservators of such fishery district 
# contribution not exceeding in any one 
local financial year a sum equal to the 
rate of a halfpenny in the £ on the 
rateable value of the county district at 
the beginning of the year; and that 
on making sucha contribution they would 
be entitled to such a number of repre 
sentatives on the board as the Lord 
Lieutenant might appoint. That, he 
thought, was quite as far as it would be 
| possible for them to go. 





Mr. M. HEALY desired to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman whether, 
under the clause as it stood, it would be 
possible for a Board of Conservators, if 
they so desired, to transfer their powers 
to a county council. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
point would be provided for. 


Mr. M. HEALY said he did not, in 
view of the Chief Secretary’s statement, 
understand a passage in the General 
Order in Council. 
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Mr. ATKINSON reminded the honour- 
able Member that some fishery districts 
extended over portions of two or three 
counties, and in such cases, he pointed 
out, it would be impossible to transfer 
the powers of a fishery board to one par- 
ticular county council. 


Sm R. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge) trusted that they were not 
about to enter upon the vexed question 
of the salmon fishery in Ireland in con- 
nection with this clause of the Bill, and 
he thought that, perhaps, under the cir- 
cumstances, the honourable Member 
would be wise to withdraw his Amend- 
ment, in view of that to which the Chief 
Secretary had referred, and which the 
Government intended subsequently to 
propose, instead of attempting to go 
into very difficult and intricate ques- 
tions connected with the salmon fishery. 


Mr. KNOX (Londonderry) urged 
that it was undesirable to add to the 
number of the conservancy boards, many 
of which were already of an unwieldy 
size. In the north of Ireland they had 
not only to deal with questions as be- 
tween sea fisheries and fresh water 
fisheries, but they also had to face the 
questions of mills and flax put into the 
rivers, which rendered the problem much 
more complicated. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) as one 
who had been for a number of years a 
Conservator of fisheries, endorsed what 
had fallen from the honourable Member 
for East Cork, whose remarks as to the 
Blackwater would apply also to the 
fisheries on the River Lea. He was very 
glad that his honourable Friend had 
brought it forward. He had brought it 
forward in a moderate and timely way, 
and he hoped in a way which would 
commend itself to the Committee. 


Mr. DAVITT: My honourable Friend 
raises a very important issue by 
this Amendment, and I do not think 
that it has been met in a_ satis- 
factory manner by the proposal of the 
Chief Secretary. There are two interests 
represented in connection with the 
fisheries ; one the idle interest, who live 
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by sport, and the other the industrial 
interest. The idle interest, I find, have 
50 members on this board, while the 
industrial interest, employing a large 
number of men who have to work for 
their living, unlike Irish landlords, who 
do not work at all, are represented by 
six members on this board. I think the 
artisans who work for their living in 
tidal waters, and the interests that they 
represent, should have a larger represen- 
tation on this board. In the matter of 
fishing in Ireland, my sympathy always 
goes with the poacher. He represents 
the natural right of the individual, and 
I am sorry I have not time to put down 
an Amendment in favour of protecting 
the rights of the poacher. I deny alto- 
gether the claim of the Irish landlords 
that they have a superior right to the 
fish in the river and the birds in the air, 
and all the rest of it. I hope my 
honourable Friend will stand out for 
more concession on this subject from the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


Captain DONELAN said that although 
he deeply regretted the decision arrived 
at by the Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill, it rather surprised him, because he 
certainly did give him to understand, in 
answer to a question of his, that it would 
have his consideration. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
think I altogether said that. 


I do not 


Captain DONELAN: You said it was 
a matter for consideration in Committee. 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 8, line 11, after ‘committee,’ add— 
“With a representation of each council to 


be determined in case of dispute by the Lord 
Lieutenant.”—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


In reply to Mr. M. Hearty and Mr. 
Fiavin— 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said it was 
the intention that there should be trans- 
ferred to county councils the powers 
exercised by town commissioners under 
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the Towns Improvement Act, and he 
would be willing to report to insert an 
Amendment exempting these. The words 
followed the language of the English 
Act, and he had in his mind drainage 
boarda, particularly those whose powers 
might, with consent, be transferred to 
the county councils. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I admit that this 
is, after all, a small question. I put 
down the Amendment with the object of 
remedying certain anomalies in the fran- 
chise, and I am sorry that the 


way to accept it. Ido not share the view 
of the right honourable Gentleman that 
my proposal would involve additional 
expense. It is not really the additional 
list that involves so much expense ; it is 


the inclusion of that list afterwards into | 


the register, involving a complete 
re-casting of the register, that 
expense. The 
alphabetical, or according to streets. It 
it is alphabetical, you cannot very well 
have a Supplementary List; you must 
put these names into the body of the 


causes 


register. If the register is according to | 
streets, the same thing will happen. 


However, as I say, I do not think this 
matter is of any great importance, and I 
ask leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendinent, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put— 


“That clause 16, as amended, stand part of 


the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 
Cuavse 17. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 31, at end, insert ”"— 


© Provided that the Local Gove:nment Board, 
on request made by a resolution of the council 


{COMMONS} 


right | 
honourable Gentleman does not see his | 


register must be either | 
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full effect, and in particular for making the 
triennial election of councillors coincide with 
the triennial election of aldermen.”—/Mr, 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: I confess that I 
do not think that this is a good Amend- 
ment, or one that will in any way improve 
the Bill, and I hope the Government will 
carry out the Bill in its original form. 
Having regard to the fact that tha 
| county involves a large area, and con- 
sists of one-member districts, I apprehend 
it would be very difficult to carry out in 
the county the system of triennial elec- 
tion which exists in boroughs. Therefore, 
although I think the county system 
would be desirable if it could be carried 
| out in boroughs, I do not think that that 
is practicable. Whatever is to be said in 
favour of triennial election in counties, I 
think there is nothing to be said in its 
|favour as applied to boroughs. In a 
borough you have division into wards, 
and the wards are not single-member 
| wards; they have sometimes as many as 
six or eight representatives. With 
boroughs divided into wards in that way, 
it is convenient that a certain number of 
councillors and aidermen should go out 
of office every year, so that each locality 
| should have the power to import new 
| blood, and that a certain proportion of 
the council should every year be com- 
| pelled to go before the electors. A 
borough is in that respect wholly unlike 
a county, where you have an aggregate of 
population, and fresh questions are con- 
tinually arising, and the local circum. 
stances are entirely different. I think, 
| therefore, it would be better to leave the 
law as to boroughs as it stands at pre- 
|sent. I have another objection to this 
Amendment, and that is this: I think 
| the iaw with regard to boroughs ought 
to be the same all over Ireland. At pre 
sent every locality has a separate law. 
Cork has a different system from that of 
Belfast ; Belfast, again, has a different 
system from that of Derry. That is not 





of any such borough passed by two-thirds of | Only so with regard to the franchise, but 


the members voting on such resolution, may by | 
the provisions 
of this Act with respect to the duration of 
office of councillors, and make such incidental | 
provisions as appear to the board necessary or 
expedient for bringing such application into 


order apply to the borough 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


it is largely so with regard to rating, and 
a number of other matters relating to 
the government of boroughs, which makes 
| it exceedingly difficult, not only for lay- 
men. but even for lawyers, to state what 
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the law is in any particular locality. We 
have not many municipal boroughs in Ire- 
land, but, I think, with regard to so many 
as we have, the law should be the same— 
the same franchise, the same period of 
election, the same method of election, the 
same distribution of members. going out 
of office at the same time. I quite con- 
cede that this clause proposed by the 
right honourable Gentleman will make it 
possible for any locality either to adopt 
the provisions of the Act or not. That 
does not commend itself to my mind. 
In my view, there could be no option in 
this matter; the municipal law in these 
matters should be governed by Act of 
Parliament, so that one may tell, on 


looking at the Act, what the law is in | 


any particular locality. For these reasons 
I trust the right honourable Gentleman 
will not press this Amendment. I do not 
think it will be an improvement on the 
frame of the Bill. I do not know whether 
the right honourable Gentleman intends 
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for three years. I should like to know 
from the Chief Secretary what is going 
to take place in boroughs next year. 
Some of the aldermen, of course, were 


elected this year, and, according to 
the law as it at present stands, 
they would be entitled to hold 


office for six years. Are these alder- 
men to seek re-election when the borough 
council is being elected next year! There 
is also another point raised by the 
honourable Member for Cork, which, I 
think, deserves the attention of the Chief 
Secretary. The honourable Member 
wants to know whether the Local Govern- 
ment electoral list is to be made up 
| every year, or every three years. If a 
vacancy occurs in a borough council, how 
is that vacancy tobe filled up? _ If by elec- 
tion, it will be necessary to have a new 
list every year ; if by co-option, of course, 
a list completed once in every three years 
| would be sufficient. I think we are 
entitled to some explanation from the 








that, in cases where this clause may be | Chief Secretary on these points. 


adopted, every year a local government 
register should have to be prepared. I 
apprehend that under this Amendment 
that will have to be done every year, 
whether an electior. takes place or not. 
If that be the intention of the _ right 
honourable Gentleman, I think it makes 
matters worse. The registration law is 
certainly sufficiently tangled and compli- 


cated already, without bringing in the | 


further element that in different localities 
the register should be made up on dif- 
ferent principles. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, W.): I 
am sure this Amendment would be gene- 
rally welcomed in Belfast, and I hope th: 


Chief Secretary will not be induced to | 


give way, but that he will the 


Amendment. 


press 


*Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
think we should hear from the Chief 
Secretary some arguments in support of 
this Amendment if it is to be pressed. It 
is stated in the Bill that there is to be 
no change in the constitution of boroughs. 
This sub-section, if passed, will certainly 
involve a change. Aldermen are at pre- 
sent elected for six years; it is now pro- 
posed that they should be elected only 





| Mr. KNOX: In the city of Belfast 
| there is only one alderman for every 
| ward, and there is no triennial election 
| of aldermen. Therefore, it will be impos- 
'sible, in Belfast, at any rate, “to make 
the triennial election of councillors coin- 
cide with the triennial election of alder- 
I have never heard, before the 
| speech of the honourable Member for 
| West Belfast, that there is any feeling 
| anywhere in Ireland in favour of this 
| change. I venture to doubt whether that 
| is so, and I would suggest that the right 
| honourable Gentleman should not press 
| his Amendment now. If between this 
and the Report stage. any general feel- 
|ing were expressed in favour of the 
| change, the right honourable Gentleman 
| could reconsider the matter, and, if he 
| thought fit, make his proposal again on 
| Report. 


men.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I would 
point out that this Amendment is only 
permissive. I do not think any of the 
dangers can arise from it which honour- 
able Members opposite appear to appre- 
hend. I notice that, while the honour- 
able Member for Cork takes a strong 
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view as to triennial as against annual 
elections in county boroughs, the honour- 
able Member for North Louth has an 
Amendment onthe Paper which goes very 
much further than this, because he pro- 
poses that aldermen should be elected for 
six years. My Amendment simply pro- 
poses that the election in county 
boroughs should be absolutely assimilated 
to that in counties. I confess it is not 
an Amendment that I should press in the 
face of any general opposition on the 
part of honourable Members ; but, after 
all, it is only permissive, and I cannot 
see that the introduction of it could pos- 
sibly do any harm. I think, on the 
whole, the system of triennial elections 
is more desirable than that of annual 
elections, but we do not propose to force 
the three years’ system on any boroughs. 
On the contrary, this proposed sub- 
section requires a two-thirds majority in 
favour of the change. As to the other 
point raised by the honourable Member 
for Cork, I am not sure that there is not 
something in 
before we get to the Report stage. I 
would suggest that honourable Members 
opposite should accept this Amendment 
now, and if there is anything defective i 
the frame of it we will consider on Report 
how to meet it. 


Mr. M. HEALY: 








it, and I will consider it-| 


| that kind. If 


{ COMMONS } 


I think I am entitled | 


to an answer upon the point I raised— | 


whether the Local Government Rezgister | é Sees 
, Ss | the councils, and that the Chief Secretary 


will go on being prepared every year. Is 
that the intention of the right honourable 
Gentleman? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Does he also intend 
that vacancies should be filled by 
co-option? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. As 
the Bill at present stands, I do not think 
it is avoidable that the Register should be 
prepared every year. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I think that will 
take away any benefit there might 
be in the proposed change. So far as I 
am awere, no single Irish local body has 
desired this alteration, and I would press 
the right honourable Gentleman, as the 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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Bill as originally introduced did not con- 
tain this clause, and as it is plain that it 
is defective in the matter of wording, to 
withdraw the Amendment now, and re- 
consider it, reserving to himself the right 
of moving it on Report. 


*Mr. P. A. MSHUGH: Whether this Bill 
passes or not, the Parliamentary Register 
must be prepared every year ; so that, in 
my judgment, if a supplement had to be 
added to the Parliamentary Register, con- 
taining the names of women and peers 
living in the district, the extra expense 
would be very small. 


Mr. KNOX: If the Chief Secre- 
tary intends to urge this as a reason 
for co-option, I think that is rather an 
additional reflection upon the Amend- 
ment. On the whole, I was against it before, 
but this makes it, to my mind, even more 
objectionable a proposal In counties 
there is something to ve said in favour of 
filling up vacancies by co-option, because 
it is obvious that frequent elections in 
rural districts cause a great deal of incon- 
venience ; but, so far as county boroughs 
are concerned, there is no ditticulty of 
it is possible for a two- 
thirds majority on a council to adopt this 
sub-section, the minority on that council 
may find its representation becoming less 
and less as the years of the council’s exis- 
tence go on. I think this proposal will 
be considerably resented by almost ali 


should reconsider the matter. If any 
necessity for the change is shown, he can 
put the Amendment down again on 
Report. 


Question put— 
“That those words be there added.” 


Agreed to ; words added. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 31, after ‘apply,’ insert— 

“(6) The Local Governmert Board shall, 
if before the twenty-ninth day of September 
one thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight 
they are requested so to do by a petition 
signed by not less than  one- -fourth of the 
council, by order prescribe the number of 
aldermen and councillors and the sub-division 
into wards in the same manner as in the case 
of a county council.”—(Mr. Knoz.) 
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Mr. KNOX: The next Amendment 
which stands in my name embodies a 
provision that I think will be useful. The 
division into wards in the Irish towns, in 
most cases, took place a very long time 
ago, and they are now found to be most 
unsuitable for the purposes of municipal 
government. At present I believe there 
is no power at all under the Irish muni- 
cipal law to revise the sub-division into 
wards, except by a separate Act of Par- 
liament in every case. In the case of 
English cities a council may, by a two- 
thirds majority, revise its own wards. I 
venture to think that, now that we are 
setting out on a new scheme of municipal 
government in Ireland, it would be well 
to give to any council that may be dis- 
satisfied with the constitution of its 
wards. the right to require the Local 
Government Board to divide up the 
borough again at the same time that 
they are dividing up the counties. I can- 
not see that there can be any objection 
to my Amendment, and I therefore move 
It. 


Local Government 
. 


Mr. JOHNSTON: The honourable and 
learned Member for Londonderry  ob- 
jected to the last Amendment of the Chief 


Secretary on the ground that the 
majority would be able to override the 
minority. Here he proposes that a 
minority of one-fourth shall override 


the majority of three-fourths; and not 
only that the Local Government Board 
“may,” but “shall” prescribe a re- 
arrangement, on the application of one- 
fourth of any council. I hope the Chief 
Secretary will resist the proposal. 


Mr. FLYNN: For once I find myself 
in accord with the honourable Member 
for West Belfast. I can hardly undet- 
stand why this Amendment is proposed. 
It provides that a very limited number— 
“not less than one-fourth of the council” 
—may revolutionise the whole municipal 
arrangements of the borough. 


Mr. KNOX: No. 
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Mr. FLYNN: Yes. The words are 
that on “a petition signed by not less 
than one-fourth of the council” the Local 
Government Board ™ shall”—not “may” 
—“prescribe the number of aldermen 
and councillors and the subdivision into 
wards.” I know that in the case of the 
Cork Town Council that would seem to 
be a very large order, and it would be 
the same with other cities. As some 
councils are situated it would be ele 
vating a minority into a position, not 
alone of giving them fair play, but the 
absolute power of conducting the whole 
arrangements of the city wards, and of 
placing a halter round the necks of the 
majority. If minorities have rights, cer- 
tainly majorities have rights. This is 
doing away altogether with the rights of 
the majority. On the mere initiative of 
a minority the Local Government Board 
has to do what the minority suggests. I 
hope the Government will not be se ill- 
advised as to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. KNOX: I am really surprised 
that this Amendment should meet with 
opposition. My view is that, in starting 
this new system of local government, it 
is desirable to start with equal divisions: 
in the towns just as much as in the 
counties. As a matter of fact, I do not 
think there is any Irish town, except 
those that have been distributed in 
recent years, where the wards are not 
very unequal. The object of the Bill is 
to give a fair representation to the 
people, and that can only be done if you 
have fairly equal wards. The principle 
of my Amendment is not in any sense 
dependent on the idea of a minority 
bringing about a redistribution of wards. 
On the contrary, I should be quite willing 
to empower the Local Government Board 
to make a _ re-division without any. 
representation from any body at all. The 
principle is that in setting up this new 
system in boroughs as well as counties 
it would be advisable to equalise the divi- 
sions, and that cannot be done under the 
present law without a separate Act of 
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Parliament being obtained for each 
borough. I think it is quite clear that 
that state of things is not aright one. At 
the present, however unequal the divi- 
sions, they have to go to Parliament in 
order to get a redistribution. The 
honourable Member for North Cork is 
very much against the principle of 
minorities being represented 


Local Government 





Mr. FLYNN: No; certainly not! 


Mr. KNOX: It seems to me that this 
is the principle of Home Rule, because, if 
any borough in Ireland wants to get a 
redistribution, it has at present to come 
to this Parliament. If that is not re- 
quired in the case of English boroughs, I 
fail to see why it should be necessary in 
Trish boroughs. My proposal is that, in 
making this new start, we should start 
with equal democratic electoral divisions 


‘in all the boroughs of Ireland. I venture 


to think that the Amendment is a reason- | 


sable one. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): We have had such experience in 
Belfast in the matter of subdivision into 
wards that [ confess I am very reluctant 
to see further experiments made in that 
direction. The honourable and learned 
Member suggests that, in the case of Eng- 
fish boroughs, there is power in the 


councils to rearrange the wards them- | 
independently of any Act of | 


selves, 
Parliament. 


Mr. KNOX: Subject to an application 
to the Home Secretary. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I believe 
‘that is so, and I think we must all desire 
that the rearrangement of ward divisions 
in Irish boroughs should be dealt with 
‘by precisely the same methods as in the 
«ase of English boroughs. But I do feel 
rather strongly that we ought to exercise 
a little caution at present. I see no 
reason why we should have a new depar- 
ture with regard to this Bill from the 


principle which has worked satisfactorily 


Mr. Knoz. 
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with regard to English boroughs. To 
give the power of rearrangement, as this 
Amendment would practically do, to a 
minority or any particular council would 
bring about arbitrary divisions without 
regard to numerical proportion. For this 
reason I cannot support the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The wards 
in Irish boroughs at present can only 
be re-arranged through the machinery of 
a Provisional Order, and my impression 
is that that is so in England. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Under what Act is 
that so in England? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have not 
the reference to the Act, but that is my 





impression. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The right honourable 
Gentleman will find that that is not so. 


| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: However, 

1 dowbt very much whether the proposal 

|of the honourable and learned Member 
|for Londonderry is supported by any- 

‘thing like a majority of the councils of 
‘the county boroughs in Ireland. In 
| Londonderry and Belfast the number of 
wards has been fixed by Private Acts 
| within the last few years, and I must 
|say that it seems to me unreasonable 
that one-fourth of the members of the 
councils of these two cities should be 
| enabled to compel the Local Government 
| Board to undertake the whole of that 
| work afresh. 


*Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: TI should like to 
_ask the Chief Secretary, before we pass 
| from this Amendment, what is the defini- 
‘tion of the word “ borough,” as used 
in this clause? Does it refer only to 
the six towns mentioned in the second 
schedule, or does it include towns such as 
Kilkenny, Clonmel, and Sligo! If it 
refers to the latter I should certainly 
oppose this Amendment, inasmuch as in 
| Sligo we have our ward boundaries fixed 
| by our own private Act, and we object to 
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their being interfered with by the Local 
Government Board. We do not want 
any interference with the settlement of 
our boundaries. 


Mr. DILLON: I cannot agree with the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Londonderry, when he says that this 
Amendment is based on the principle 
of Home Rule. I think it would be 
intolerable that a minority of one-fourth 
should have power to demand of the 
Local Government Board an alteration of 
boundaries against the wishes of a 
majority of three-fourths. I do not want 
to detain the Committee by discussing 
the matter, but I certainly shall oppose 
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altered ; it does everything except the 
very simple thing of enabling a council, 
either unanimously or by a majority, to 
call on the Local Government Board to 
adjust wards. I wish to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether it was 
the deliberate intention of the Govern- 
ment to exclude that matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I wilk 
answer that question at once. There is 
no desire on our part to withhold from: 
Irish boroughs any of the powers pos- 
sessed by English boroughs. I find the 
honourable and learned Member is right 
as to the procedure in the case of English: 





the Amendment. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I understood the 
Chief Secretary to say that as the 
law now stands there is power in Ireland 
to readjust the wards in boroughs by 
Provisional Order. I have been follow- 
ing the cause of municipal law in Ire- 
lend for a good many years, and I 
cannot agree with the right honourable 
Gentleman in that. So far as I know 
there is no power in any authority in 
Ireland to readjust municipal boundaries. 
The wards are fixed by the Act 3 and 4 
Victoria, and any alteration in them 
to efiected by a separate 
statutory enactment in each case. 
Although there is something to be said 
against the principle of the Amendment, 
and on the question whether a minority 
of one-fourth of the council should have 
power to put the matter in motion, it 
does seem to me that the right honour- 
able Gentleman might consider whether 
the Local Government Board should not 
be empowered to make inquiry, and find 
out whether the existing wards in any 
particular borough are satisfactory, so 
that it may not be necessary for the 
locality to be put to the expense of 
going for a separate Act of Parliament. 
The Bill provides a simple procedure for 
& great number of changes and readjust- 
ments ; it enables district electoral divi- 
sions and urban electoral divisions to be 


has be 


boroughs. By the Municipal Corpora 


| tions Act, 1893 (56 and 57 Victoria,. 


‘cap. 9), a petition may be presented 
| upon a resolution passed by a majority 
lof the whole council, praying for “the 
| alteration of the boundaries of the wards: 
of a borough, without any alteration of 
| their number,” and thereupon an Order 
lin Council passes as a matter of course.. 
|I shall be quite prepared to accept 
|clause embodying a similar provision im 


| : 
| the case of Irish boroughs. 


| Mr. KNOX: The answer of the right 
; honourable Gentleman is quite satisfac- 
tory. He has now found out that am 
Irish borough has no power to get the 
arrangement of its wards altered, except 
by coming to this House and getting an 
Act of Parliament ; and the right honour- 
able Gentleman has promised, I under- 
stand, to embody in the Bill some provi- 
;sion analogous to that existing in the 
case of English boroughs. While he is 
considering that matter, I would ask him 
to ascertain whether there are any par- 
ticulars in which the English procedure 
has been found defective, so that he 
may only apply to Ireland a really eth- 
cient procedure. I am aware that, 
although the English procedure is much 
better than anything we have in Ireland, 
it has not altogether excluded some 
things in the nature of scandals. For 
instance, in Liverpool, one of the largest: 
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boroughs in the United Kingdom, the 
Liberal minority at one time had control 
of the town council, and would not apply 
for an alteration in the wards, by that 
means keeping the majority from the 
control to which they were entitled. In 
that case, on the occasion of the exten- 
sion of the city boundaries, a compro- 
mise between parties was arrived at, 
and so the difficulty was got over; but 
no doubt there are many cases in which 
the present procedure enables a minority 
to obtain control of the corporation. 
That is a state of things which we are all 
agreed it is not desirable to maintain. 
My contention is that, while we are 
starting a new system, we ought to pro- 


vide that the mere view of the majority | 
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of the existing corporation—elected as | 


they aré, in many cases, on a very narrow | : 5 3 
y v 4 . |ment is withdrawn, I should like to say 


franchise, and in most cases representing 
a minority of the electors—shall not 
have sole control. I shall not press the 
Amendment to a Division now, after the 
promise of the right honourable Gentle- 
man, but I would ask him, in consider- 
ing this clause, with the view of assimi- 
lating the Irish to the English procedure, 


not to overlook those matters in which | 


the English system may have been found 
capable of improvement. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
want to waste the time of the Committee, 


but I really must take exception to what | 


geems to be the assumption of the 
honourable and learned Member, that the 
English system at all follows the lines of 
his Amendment. I know of no precedent 
whatever for one-fourth of the corpora- 
tion having the right to call upon some 
public body to set machinery in motion 
for the purpose of entirely altering the 
constitution of the corporation. 


Mr. KNOX: I do not think 1 said 
that the English Act contained such a 
provision. What I did say was that a 
minority on a council, who yet repre- 
sented the majority of the electors, ought 
Mr. Knoz. 
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to have power to secure a proper divi- 
sion. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I know the 
honourable and learned Member did say 
that, but I understood that he also ex- 
pressed a very strong desire that even 
the English Act should be modified in 
the direction of his Amendment. I hope 
the Chief Secretary will not adopt that 
view. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I had no 
idea of adopting the principle of this 
Amendment, but what I am going to do 
is to consider the advisability of 
the English procedure. 


adopting 


*Mr. P. A. MHUGH: Before the Amend- 


that, in my judgment, the honourable 
and learned Member for Derry is entirely 
mistaken when he imagines that we have 
any idea of opposing his Amendment 
I think this is a 
most objectionable proposal, and I hope 
I am right in thinking that the honour- 
able and learned Member is mistaken in 
supposing that the Chief Secretary’s 
promised proposal will be at all in the 
nature of the Amendment on the Paper. 
As I understand it, the Chief Secretary 
proposes that there shall be inserted 


except upon the merits. 


|in this Bill a provision giving borough 





councils power, if they think fit, to apply 
to the Local Government Board for 4 
re-arrangement of wards, but giving the 
council as a council the option of either 
remaining as they are or taking the 
initiative to bring about a redistribution. 
That is a very different proposal to that 
contained in this Amendment. 


Mr. KNOX: I will not continue the 
argument, I should like to 
answer what honourable Members have 
said. I beg to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


although 


leave 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY had the following 
Amendment on the Paper :— 


“Page 8, line 31, after ‘apply,’ insert— 


“Provided that the councillors shall retire 
together after a term of three years and the 
aldermen after a term of six years.” 

Toe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I think this Amendment is 
disposed of by the determination of the 
last Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 31, after ‘apply,’ insert— 


“Provided that nothing in this Act containe] 
shall alter or affect the number of aldermen or 
councillors which may be elected by a ward 
in such borough.”—( Mr. M. Healy.) 

Mr. M. HEALY: The Amendment I 
now propose is, I think, necessary on the 
frame of the Bill. Clause 19 provides— 

“(a) The local government register of elec- 
tors shall be the burgess roll, and persons 
registered therein and no others shall be the 
burgesses, and the provisions made by or in 
pursuance of this Act respecting the qualifica- 
tion and mode of election of councillors shall 
extend as well to the aldermen as to the coun- 
cillors of a county borough.” 

Now the only mode of election referred 
to in the previous part of the Bill is 
an election by single-member districta. 
The words I have read, in their ordinary 
sense, might be taken to refer to elec- 
tion by ballot as distinguished from open 
voting ; but that is not what is intended, 
because the only previous provisions as 
to election contained in the Bill are the 
clauses which provide that the mode ef 
election for the county council shall be 
by single-member districts. It is 
curious thing that the right 
honourable Gentleman comes to clause 

19, which deals with urban districts, in- 
eluding boroughs than county 
boroughs, he frames that clause in a 
manner which requires no Amendment 
of this kind. I assume that the Govern- 
ment do not intend that elections in 
county boroughs shall be by single- 
member districts. I think it is desirabl> 


a 
when 


other 


that that should be made quite clear, 
and accordingly I move this Amend- 
ment. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It 18 


certainly not our intention that any- 
thing in the Act should alter or affect 
the number of aldermen or councillors 
ta be elected by any ward. 
sider 


I will con- 


whether the insertion of these 


words or some other words is necessary, 
but I do not like to accept this Amend- 
ment offhand. 


Mr. M. HEALY: 


matter with 


I considered this 


some care myself. I 


quite see that it is arguable whether the 


Bill as it is framed does or does not 
carry out the intention of the Govern- 
ment, but I think it should be so ex: 


pressed as to leave no room for doubt. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will take 
care that there shall be no doubt, but 
I should like to consider whether the 
words proposed are necessary and proper. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 3, after ‘bye-laws,’ insert— 


“ Power of appointing a visiting committee for 
prison.”—( Mr. M. Healy) 


a 


Mr. M. HEALY: This is really a con- 
sequential or draft Amendment. When 
we dealt with this matter of visiting com- 
mittees in counties, the right honourable 
Gentleman said that he did not intend to 
change the law as it exists in county 
boroughs or other boroughs; but he is, 
of course, aware that in boroughs in 
Ireland the corporations elect persons to 
represent 
mittees. 


them on the visiting com- 
My contention is that the 
earlier words of this clause if left un- 
qualified, will be entirely inapplicable. 
Sub-section 2 of this clause provides 
that— 

“The provisions of this Act with respect to 
administrative counties shall, so far as circum: 


stances admit, apply in the case of county 
boroughs.” 


Now, one of the provisions of the Act 
in respect to administrative counties is 
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that they shall have no representative 
on the visiting committees for prisons. 


It being twelve of the Clock, the Chair- 
inan left the chair. 
progress, to sit again this day. 


Committee report 


House resumed. 


SCHOOL BOARD VOTING BILL. 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
object. 

Mr. L. H. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bod- 
min): I shall be glad if the House will 
allow this Bill to be read a second time. 
It is a purely permissive and experi- 
mental Bill. Those honourable Members 
who have done me the honour of read- 
ing the Memorandum attached to the 
Bill will see that it proposes to allow 
the adoption, under due safeguards, of 
the method of the single transferable 
vote instead of the cumulative vote. It 
is a mere experiment, and the Bill pro- 
vides that ii the new method is proved in 
be unsatisfactory the old system of cumu- 
lative voting can be re-adopted. The 
Bill is only permissive, and it cannot 
come into operation unless with the 
assent of at least two-thirds of the 
members of a School Board. I hope 
the honourable Gentleman opposite will 
withdraw his objection. 


Dr. TANNER: Any words coming 
from the right honourable Gentleman 
always obtain o hearing on this side of 
the House, especially from Irish repre- 
sentatives. But, seeing that we can 
make so little progress with measures 
which we regard as essential in the in- 
terest of Ireland, I conceive that it is 
my duty—my stern duty—to persist in 
my objections. 


Second Reading deferred. 
Mr. M. Healy. 
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Hospital Bill. 
WAYS AND MEANS. 


Resolutions of 9th May reported. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Presented, and read the first time; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 
and to be printed. [Bill 205.] 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL BILL. 
Order of the Day for adjourned Debate 
on Second Reading read. 


Dr. TANNER: I object. 


Mr. W. 0. CLOUGH (Portsmouth): I 
hope the henourable Member will with- 
draw b‘. objection. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL (Stockton): I believe 

several honourable Members who are 
interested in this Bill are not now 
present. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I would also 
appeal to the honourable Member not to 
press his objection. This is a purely 
administrative Bill, and the  subject- 
matter is not in the least controversial. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: I think the honour- 

able Gentleman cannot be aware that 
there are several honourable Members 
who wish to be heard on this Bill, and 
they are not here. 


Mr. CLOUGH: [I think the honow- 
able Member for Stockton must be re- 
ferring to a Motion which stands on the 
Paper in my name dealing with the 
Greenwich Hospital Pension Fund. This 
Bill does not touch that at all. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: If that is so, I have 
nothing further to say, but the Bill could 
just as well be taken some other night. 


Dr. TANNER: I object. 
Second Reading deferred. 


House adjourned at 12.10 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 11th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Twelve of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE 

RAILWAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 

Mr. Smith Barry, Sir John Colomb, Mr. 
Maurice Healy, Mr. John Redmond, and 
Mr. Shee nominated Members of the 
Select Committee on the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill, 
with Four Members to be added by the 
Committee of Selection—(Sir William 
Walrond.) 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 


Reported ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


HIGHAM AND HUNDRED OF HOO 
WATER BILL. 


Reported; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


VOL. LVII. 


[Fourtu Szrizs.] 


{11 May 1898} 











Order Bills. 958 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 





PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Chelmsford, Melton Mowbray, 
Norwich (Extension), Preston (Exten- 
sions), and Warrington. 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 206.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to the Abingdon, Croydon, and Wimble- 
don, Newmarket and Moulton, Royston, 
Ashwell, and Melbourn, Saffron Walden 
and Ulverston Joint Hospital Districts.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 207.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 


of the Local Government Board relating 
to Leeds, Manchester, and Wakefield.” 
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Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 208.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government board relating 
to Blaby (Rural), Bristol, Eastbourne, 
Epsom (Rural), Gelligaer and Rhigos 
(Rural), Malling (Rural), Newport (Mon. i 
Penmaenmawr, Richmond (Surrey), |5£ 


Rugeley, and Windsor (Rural).” 


Ordered to be brought in by a: T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 209.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, and the Public Health Act, 1875, 
relating to Selby and Wenlock.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 210.] 


SOCIETIES’ BORROWING POWERS. 


“To empower certain Societies to 
borrow Money from persons and corpora- 
tions other than members.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Horace Plunkett, Mr. Courtney, Sir 
Charles Dilke, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. 
T. M. Healy, Mr. Butcher, and Mr. 
Yerburgh; Presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 211.] 
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PETITIONS. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND, 


Against: From Dingwall and Strath- 
peffer ; to lie upon the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
In favour: 


the Table. 


From Perth; to lie upon 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation; From Bol- 
ton, Wingate, Penrith, Glasgow, Christ- 
church, and York ; to lie upon the Table. 


FATAL ACCIDENTS INQUIRY (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Perth; to lie upop 


the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour: From Perth (2), Auch- 
terarder, Prestwich, Strathmiglo, Denny, 
Kilbarchan, Inverkeithing, Glasgow, 
Govan, Ardersier, Larkhall, Rattray, 
Kincardineshire, Kirkcaldy, and Edin- 
burgh ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


In favour: From Sheffield ; to lie upon 
the Table. ‘ 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Against: From Perth, and Royal, 
Parliamentary, and Police Burghs of 
Scotland ; to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Perth; to lie upon 


the Table. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


In favour : From Salford, Longton, and 
Bolton; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Island Magee and 
Croft ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Glasgow, Grandtully, 
Govan, Dundee, and Newtown; to lie 

upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Bradwell, Crow- 
borough, Hurstpierpoint, Deaf Hill, 
Trimdon (4), Leominster (3), Newport, 
West Hartlepool, Middlesbrough, Hur- 
worth, Glasgow, Rotherham (2), Raw- 
marsh, Swallow Nest, Fairlight, Notting- 
ham, Havant, Eastleigh, Danby, Monk- 
wearmouth, Great Meols, Edinburgh, 
Wyke Regis, Sutton-in-Ashfield, Stanford- 
le-Hope (2), Newcastle-under-Lyme, Hali- 


fax, and Burslem ; to lie upon the Table. © 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Perth and Ayr; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION. 


Copy presented, of Convention of 
Washington (15th June, 1897) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2080 to 2084 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Reports, ete. 


PHARMACY ACTS (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 9th May, 1898, approving of Regu- 
lations made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION. 


Return relative thereto [ordered 22nd 
March; Mr. Parker Smith]; to be 
printed. [No. 198.] 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDERS. 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Order included in the 
Pilotage Order Confirmation Bill.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 199.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation 


(No. 1) Bill”,—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 200.] 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Fifth Report brought up, and read; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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ORDER OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and Mzans, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 
On CuauseE 17, 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City): 
I do not know whether the Government 
have considered the points I raised in 
moving my Amendment last night. The 
clause as it stands would interfere very 
much with the existing state of things. 
The Government have announced that 
they do not intend it to put an end to 
the existing state of things in the corpora- 
tions and county boroughs. The clause 
as it stands reads thus: Clause 17, sub- 
section 2— 


“The mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of 
each county borough acting by the council 
shall, subject as in this Act mentioned, have 
the powers and duties of a county council 
under this Act in so far as they have not the 
same already, and the provisions of this Act 
with respect to administrative counties shall, 
so far as circumstances admit, apply in the case 
of every such borough.” 


And soon. The previous clause excluded 
from the ordinary county council the 
power of appointing a visiting committee 
to a prison, and I only want to make 
it plain that, as the power already exists 
in @ corporation, the Government has 


announced its intention of not wishing 
to disturb it. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. J. Arxrnson, Londonderry, 
N.): This Amendment is not necessary. 
It is quite clear that under this clause 
of the Act the power of appointing a 
visiting committee exists, because the 
words of clause 4 are: “ Nothing in this 
Act shall transfer to a county council, or 
a member thereof,” amongst other things, 
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“any power to appoint a visiting com- 
mittee for a prison.” The earlier portion 
of the clause refers to the powers which 
are transferred to a county council. It 
is quite obvious that if a council indepen- 
dent of this Bill has already these powers, 
this section does not take them away. 
They still remain, and, therefore, any 
county borough that has a power of 
appointing a committee will still have 
power. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I quite admit 
that you can make a subtle argument of 
that kind, that the powers are not taken 
away. 


“The provisions of this Act with respect to 
administrative counties shall, so far as circum- 
stances admit, apply in the case of every 
borough ;” 


and the provisions of the Act in respect 
to committees are that the county 
shall not have the power of appointing 
committees. I quite concede that it is 
put in the form that the right honourable 
Gentleman says—that the power is not 
transferred to the county council. I 
quite follow, too, the reasons why the 
Government framed the clause as they 
did. But there will be tribunals in Ire 
land which will not construe the words 
in the way the right honourable Gentle- 
man says they should be construed. 
Some judges would construe those words 
as meaning that the county borough is a 
county council, and is on the same 
footing as a county council in all respects, 
and that it possesses no power which a 
county council has not got, and he would 
not listen to the interpretation of the 
clause such as the right honoarable 
Gentleman has made. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I do not think there 
is any subtlety about it. The section 
says that the provisions of this Act shall 
not apply. Then honourable Members 
should look back to clause 4 and see 
what the provisions of the Act are. 
One of the provisions of the Act is that 
nothing in this Act contained shall trans- 
fer from the grand jury to the county 
council the power of appointing visiting 
committees. It is perfectly obvious that 
those words mean what they say. The 
power already exists in the boroughs, and 
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this Amendment would only throw doubt 
as to what the section means. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: It is, of 
course, no use for me to press it if the 
Government are opposed. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 33, leave out ‘or the Borough 
Funds (Ireland) Act, 1888.”"—(Mr. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: This Amend- 
ment raises a very important point, and 
I hope that the Government will give it 
some consideration. I propose to omit 
the words “ Borough Funds (Ireland) Act, 
1888,” and I do that for the purpose of 
moving afterwards— 


“No approval of voters shall be necessary 
to enable the council of a county borough to 
promite or oppose a Bill in Parliament pur- 
suant to the provisions of the Borough Funds 
(Ireland) Act, 1888.” 


The Government places the boroughs on 
the same footing as the county council, or 
the county, and in doing that they say 
that certain rights of the county council 
which exist under the Borough Funds 
(Ireland) Act, 1888, shall not apply in 
the case of a county borough, and they 
do that with the object of leaving the 
law as it stands at present. But nothing 
more preposterous than the law as it 
stands in the Borough Funds (Ireland) 
Act, 1888, as applied to the boroughs, 
can be conceived. It was a law originally 
devised in the year 1858, before the 
Ballot Act was introduced, and before the 
franchise was extended. It is an 
anachronism of a most absurd kind, and 
leads to the greatest inconvenience. Let 
me take two cases. Take the case of a 
county borough wishing to oppose a Bill 
in Parliament. I do not at all object 
that before the county borough, or before 
any local authority, gets power to embark 
in such expensive litigation as promoting 
or opposing a Bill in Parliament neces- 
sarily involves, there should be some 
power outside the council itself which 
Should exercise some authority over the 
local body, and to say whether its action 
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¢; but anything more 
absurd than the machinery for that pur- 
pose in the County Boroughs Act cannot 
be conceived. Take the case of cities 
like Dublin or Cork promoting a Bill 
seriously affecting the interests of the city. 
It may be a tramway Bill or a railway Bill, 
or anything of that kind, and the corpora- 
tion considers that the interests of the 
community which they rule require 
that they shall be represented on the 
Bill when it comes before this House, 
either with the object of carrying it 
altogether or of getting clauses inserted 
in it. They have in the first place to 
pass a resolution by a certain majority 
of the council after elaborate notice, 
caro being taken that no one can be 
taken by surprise. They have then to 
insert advertisements stating what they 
have done. Then they have to pass a 
second resolution. That is not all. When 
they have taken these two steps they 
have to go to the Local Government 
Board, and the Local Government Board 
has practically to give its sanction to 
this proposed action. The Local 
Government Board has power to hold a 
local inquiry before it gives its sanction, 
and on that inquiry all classes of citizens 
can be heard in support of the local body 
going to Parliament or against it, ani 
there are further elaborate provisions as 
to the amount of costs incurred to pre- 
vent anything in the shape of excess in 
the way of payment of costs or expenses. 
Would not anyone say that those pro- 
visions involve sufficient protection for the 
council! But on the top of all that the 
council of the county borough is put in 
this position, that it must practically 
hold a sort of general election in the con- 
stituency, submitting to every voter a 
voting paper asking him if he isin favour 
of or against the support or opposition 
to the Bill. When that system was 
originally devised it did not involve great 
inconvenience, and the expenses incurred 
were necessarily somewhat samll. Take 
the condition of Dublin; there will be a 
constituency of 40,000 voters, rather 
more perhaps. Cork would have 10,000 
voters. In matters of this kind the ap- 
peal to the voter is really an appeal from 
knowledge to ignorance. The council of 
the borough has the administration of 
hands, and has a 
knowledge of the general public affairs 


the borough in its 
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which the individual voter cannot pos- 
sibly be. acquainted with, so that there 
is this complicated process: First there 
is the meeting of the council, then from 
that you go to the whole constituency 
and issue a voting paper to every voter in 
the constituency, and that is not voting 
by ballot, but by open voting—a relic 
of 1858. I quite concede that the Govern- 
ment are treating Ireland and England 
on the same lines, but there is a universal 
outcry against this state of things. I 
have in my hands a very elaborate re- 
port, prepared by English town clerks 
of the Association of Municipal Corpora- 
tions, and there is in that a very strong 
protest against this system as applied 
to England—a system, as I have stated, 
originally devised in the year 1858, when 
the conditions of municipal life were 
quite different from those which exist 
now. What I submit to the Governmens, 
is this: let them be content with the 
power which the Local Government Board 
can exercise in these matters. Before a 
borough council can incur costs in the 
promotion or opposition of a Bill it has 
got to get the sanction of the Locai 
Government Board. I think that is a 
satisfactory state of things, because there 
is no doubt a tendency on the part of 
these bodies to embark in expensive 
litigation of this kind, when perhaps 
it would be as well if they had not done 
so. Any tendency of that kind will be 
amply checked by the Local Government 
Board, and to compel a_ corpora- 
tion, which, after all, whatever its 
character may be, must know more of 
municipal affairs and of the management 
of a borough than the individual voter, 
to have a sort of referendum is an ab- 
surdity. The Government have most 
properly, in the case of county councils, 
provided that there should be no referev- 
dum of this kind. The county council, 
under this Act, is to have a power of 
opposing a Bill in Parliament without 
going to the individual voter, and, of 
course, in counties that would be abso- 
lutely impossible, and what I want is 
that in the case of a county borough the 
same law should prevail, and that the 
check of the Local Government Board 
and the necessity for obtaining their 
consent should be considered sufficient. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. G. W. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): [| 
merely rise to say that until I saw the 
Amendment of the honourable Gentle- 
man opposite I was not aware that it 
would be necessary for county boroughs, 
whe wished to oppose a Bill, to obtain 
a vote from every one of their voters, 
It seems to me to be very absurd. 
Hitherto in large boroughs we have been 
able to bring forward a Bill or to oppose 
a Bill without that cumbersome pro 
cedure. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY vo tap 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, Central): 
We do not propose in this Bill to 
alter the existing law, but simply 
to leave it as it is. The Com- 
mittee will remember that this question 
arose some time ago, and on that 
occasion we undertook to _ consult 
the authorities in England, and to ascer: 
tain whether they would be willing ty 
see such changes as proposed by the 
honourable Member opposite. in the 
English law. I took the precaution of 
doing the same thing beforehand with 
regard to this proposal. I must say that 
the answers I have received are not 
favourable to the Amendment. Such an 
Amendment could not, at all events as 
it stands, in the opinion of the Local 
Government Board, be applied in the 
case of England. Under these circum- 
stances I think the Committee will see 
that it will be impossible for us to tak» 
the step of introducing it into this Bill, 
and I think the honourable Member 
himself will admit that if you were to do 
away with the Borough Funds Act, so far 
as regards the appeal to the ratepayers— 
the referendum—it will be necessary to 
substitute some other precaution in its 
place. I do not think that the mere 
inquiry of the Local Government Board 
will be sufficient. All that the Local 
Government Board has to do is to in- 
quire into the merits of the scheme. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: They do 
that at present. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: But the 
expenditure of money which may be 
involved in the promotion of the scheme 
is not a matter in which the Local 
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Government Beard can interfere. The 
provisions of the Borough Fund Act have 
been applied in Dublin on more than one 
occasion, and at least once the corpora- 
tion has been prevented from promoting 
a Bill. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: It does not 
seem to me possible, under the circum- 
stances, for the Government to accept the 
Amendment, and it does not seem to be 
desirable either. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): I 
shall be glad if the right honourable 
Gentlenian will kindly explain the mean- 
ing of this sub-section (b). The words 
are— 


“The provisions of this Act relating to main 
roads, coroners, by-laws, or the Borough 
Funds (Ireland) Act, 1888, shall not apply.” 


What doves “shall not apply” refer to 
as far as the Borough Funds Act is con- 
cerncd? It does not seem to me to be 
quite clear, and I should be glad to have 
it explained. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that the question of the honourable 
Gentleman is at all necessary, because 
the provisions of this Act, with respect 
to the Borough Funds Act, are those 
which are contained in sub-section 15— 


“The council of a county shall have the 
same powers of opposing Bills in Parliament, 
and of prosecuting and defending legal pro- 
ceedings necessary for the promotion or pro- 
tection of the interests of the inhabitants of the 
county as are conferred on the governing body 
in any district by the Borough Funds (Ireland) 
Act, 1888; and that Act shall extend to a 
county council as if they were a governing 
body and the county were their district coun- 
cil, provided that (a) no approval of voters 
shall be required for any proceedings under 
this section; and (b) this section shall not 
empower a county council to promote any Bill 
in Parliament or to incur or raise any expenses 
in relation thereto.” 


*Sir JAMES T. WOODHOUSE (Hud- 
dersfield) : This Amendment is one which 
the right honourable Gentleman has felt 
to be of importance in Ireland, and it 
raises a question of importance also 
to the municipal corporations of 
England, with which body I have 
the honour to be connected. That 
body has repeatedly pressed upon the 
Government that some Amendment 
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should be made in the Borough Funds 
Act as applied to England. It is of equal 
importance that this opportunity ought 
not to be lost of making some Amend- 
ment in the law relating to Ireland as 
it affects Irish local government. I do 
not know whether the honourable and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland is aware that this law is 
extremely difficult to put effectively in 
operation. After the public meeting is 
held a plebiscite is taken of the voters, 
but a Bill that is promoted in Parliament 
refers very frequently to a large number of 
objects. Some of these objects the people 
approve of, and some they disapprove of, 
Lut they are compelled to vote on the 
whole Bill “Ave” or “No.” They have 
no power of saying, “We approve of 
parts one to three, and we disapprove of 
parts four to six.” Now, I do venture to 
suggest that the right honourable Gentle- 
man should afford to the Irish people that 
opportunity which English corporations 
have over and over again desired to 
obtain for England, and have brought 
Bills into this House to amend the exist- 
ing law. I think some facility ought to 
be afforded of enabling voters to express 
—which they cannot do now—what is 
their real opinion at the poll, so that if 
a Bill relating to a town or city in Ire 
land covers a large number of objects 
embodied in one Bill in order to save 
expense, and the ratepavers approve of 
some portions of it and disapprove of 
others, they may have an opportunity of 
expressing their real opinions. I think 
the right honourable Gentleman might 
very well consider this suggestion with 
a view to amending the law. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The speech 
of the honourable Member affords the 
very strongest possible argument against 
the Amendment. We do not profess that 
the Borough Funds Act is perfect, but 
the speech shows the difficulties which 
are necessarily involved when this ques- 
tion comes to be considered. It is quite 
clear, from what the honourable Member 
has said, that any alteration in the law 
must necessarily include some device for 
taking the opinion of the ratepayers a3 
regards particular parts of a Bill; it is, 
therefore, evidently a matter that cannot 
be settled by an Amendment. It would 
require an elaborate clause to provide for 
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it. The Committee will observe that we | 


are simply assimilating the law of Ireland 
to the law of England. If the subject is 
to be dealt with, let it be dealt with as 
a whole. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): The 
right honourable Gentleman has spoken 
as if this were solely the case of promot- 
ing Bills. Now, I will give him a reason 
from his own Bill why this Amendment 
should be accepted. By this Bill the 
corporations of Cork, Kilkenny, and 
Waterford are, for the first time, to come 
under audit. To-day the council of Cork 
can appear in this House and pass a Bill, 
and no auditor can check its action; ditto 
the Corporation of Waterford, and also 


the Corporation of Kilkenny. By this 
Bill, the right honourable Gentleman 


places these three ancient corporations 
under a totally different system. Why, 
Sir, to show you the freedom which 
hitherto existed in these boroughs, the 
Cork cvuncil sent its mayor over to Rome 
to congratulate his Holiness upon his 
jubilee! That was not in the least ob- 
jected to by the local Protestant party, 
and maybe that was a very proper ex- 
penditure of funds, but, at all events, I 
would say that promoting a Bill in Par- 
liament affecting the interests of a 
borough was rather a more relevant and 
proper expenditure of the ratepayers’ 
money. What the right honourable 
Gentleman proposes to do is this: for 
the first time these three boroughs are 
to come under audit, they will no longer 
have the power of coming to this House 
and being represented by counsel. What 
is happening now upstairs? A most tre- 
mendous struggle is going on as to 
whether the Dublin Corporation _ shall 
have three members or seven, on the 
Port and Docks Board. The Corporation 
is there represented by counsel, and, 
according to the statement of the right 
honourable Gentleman, not having had 
a referendum, they are acting illegally. 
So that it comes to this: that the Cor- 
poration of Dublin, which is incurring 
great expense in feeing English counsel 
to look after its interests on the Port and 
Docks Board, which interests are being 
seriously threatened from her having 
failed to submit the question to a referen- 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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dum of the citizens, is acting illegally, 
and they ought not to be at all repre 
sented on this Committee, which is, at 
this very moment making vital 
changes with reference to the harbour 
authority of the port of Dublin. There 
may be something to be said from the 
point of view of not allowing the Corpora- 
tion to promote a Bill without having 
previously got the direct assent of the 
ratepayers, but surely it is an entirely 
different question as to whether a cor- 
poration should not be able to oppose a 
Bill. Two years ago, without any referen- 
dum whatever to the taxpayers, the Cor- 
poration of Dublin secured the most 
valuable concession that has ever been 
made to them from a public company— 
namely, £10,000 a year for wayleaves 
paid by the Dublin Tramway Company. 
That concession was obtained by Dublin 
merely through opposing the Bill in Par- 
liament. Yet that action of the Corpora- 
tion was illegal, and every penny ex- 
pended in this House in looking after the 
interests of the Dublin Corporation, and 
of the Dublin citizens, was _ illegal, 
because there was no referendum; and 
now the right honourable Gentleman 
says: You shan’t come to this House. 
A Bill may be sprung upon you, clauses 
may be suddenly inserted—as we know 
franchise clauses have been frequently 
inserted—but you cannot fee counsel or 
solicitors to look after your interests, 
because in the month of November you 
did not take a referendum. I sug- 
gest to the right honourable Gentle- 
man, that it is one thing to provide for 
the promotion of a Bill; it is a wholly 
different thing to provide for the oppo- 
sition to a Bill. As I said, by its vigi- 
lance in opposing the Tramways Bill, the 
Dublin Corporation obtained £10,000 a 
year, but, according to the right honour- 
able Gentleman, Westminster is not far 
enough off, and before the Dublin Cor- 
poration can come here, they must go 
to the trouble of asking 40,000 tax- 
payers, at a cost of some hundreds of 
pounds, in order to get a right to appear 
before the Committee. I must say that I 
am rather surprised that this “assimi- 
lating the law of Ireland to the law of 
England ” is raised every time any attempt 
is made to insert some’ useful Amend- 
ment. Either it is, “This is the law of 
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England, and you must have it,” or 
“This is not the law of England, and you 
shall not have it.” Nothing is said as 
to the merits of the proposal, but it is 
England, England, England, all over the 
shop. What do we care about England? 
The law in England is no more to me 
than the law of Canada, or Australia, or 
the Cape of Good Hope. We want the 
right to come over here to look after and 
protect our interests. The right honour- 
able Gentleman’s auditors are clever 
enough in checking the action of the 
local bodies, which, after all, are a great 
deal less extravagant than Dublin Castle 
or the Local Government Board, and no 
doubt they will see the corporations are 
not unnecessarily extravagant in opposing 
Bills. I earnestly commend my proposal 
to the serious consideration of the right 
honourable Gentleman. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I admit 
that there is a difference between oppos- 
ing a Bill and promoting one, so far as 
the referendum is concerned, and I am 
prepared, without pledging myself, to con- 
sider the matter, and, if necessary, to 
bring up an Amendment on the Report. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The right 
honourable Gentleman will consider the 
desirability of amending the law with 
regard to the case of opposing Bills? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I thank the 
right honourable Gentleman, and_ will 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): Do 
I understand, Mr. Lowther, that you rule 
my Amendment out of order? 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: Yes, it ought to be brought up 


as a new clause. 


Amendment proposed 





“Page 8, line 34, after ‘apply,’ insert, ‘ the 
quorum of a council of a county borough shall 
be one-sixth of the total number of such 
council.””"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I think the 
Government will consent to this Amend- 
ment. It very apparent 


concerns a 
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grievance in connection with Irish 
municipal boroughs. Let me men- 
tion a contrast which prevails in 


Cork City at present. There is a 

Board of Guardians consisting of over 
a hundred members, the quorum of 

which is three members. Three guar- 

dians can hold a legal meeting, and pass. 
resolutions binding on the whole board. 
In the Municipal Corporation of Cork, 
which has only 56 members, the quorum 
is a third of the members ; that is to say, 

there must be at least 19 members of the 
Town Council to constitute a legal meet- 

ing. That is an absurd state of things. 
Three members can hold a legal meeting 
of a body consisting of over a hundred, 
while 19 members are necessary for a 
legal meeting of a body of 56 members. 
In this House our quorum is 40, which is,. 
of course, nothing like a third, but if the 
quorum were to be the same as in the 
Cork Corporation it would require over 
200 Members to make a House. In the 
Orders of Council issued under this Bilk 
it is proposed to change the quorum in 
the case of urban sanitary authorities: 
not being county boroughs, which the 
right honourable Gentleman proposes to 
make a fourth. Of course, a fourth is. 
better than a third, but I think it is too 
high for the county councils, as the 
members may have to come from the 
ends of the county, and it may not be pos- 
sible to collect so large a number. The 
larger you make the body the smaller 
you must make the quorum. If you 
have a small body of nine or ten, it is 
reasonable enough that you should make 
the quorum a third or a fourth, because 
it only involves the attendance of three 
or four members ; but in a body of 40 or 
50 members you would require a small 
quorum, because it would mean a com- 
paratively large attendance. I under- 
stand that the Royal Commission which 
reported on local government in Ireland 
in 1878 recommended that the quorum 
should be fixed at one-sixth. I think 
that when three out of a hundred mem- 
bers of a board of guardians can hold a 
legal meeting a sixth of a town council 
should have the power also. . Of course, 
every member will have an opportunity 
of attending. The law, curiously enough, 
about borough councils is more stringent 
than about boards of guardians. Every 
member of a corporation gets notice of a 
meeting; no member of a board of 
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guardians gets notice except for special 
business, and every guardian must 
remember for himself the hour and day 
ofthe meeting. And yet, with that state of 
things, three guardians out of a hundred 
can hold a legal meeting, whereas 19 out 
of 56 members of the corporation are 
required for that purpose. I do not 
know whether the Government would 
think it convenient to make this change 
within the Bill, but either in the Bill or 
by Order of Council it ought to be dealt 
with. My present opinion is that a sixth 
of the members would be a quorum large 
enough. I beg to move, Sir. 


Question put. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to support the proposal of the 
honourable and learned Member, which is 
a very reasonable one, and which I hope 
the Government will accept. The only 
difference it will be necessary to make is 
that all members of the county councils 
shall have notice of the business to be 
brought forward, in order that if they do 
not attend the business need not stand 
still. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The honour- 
able and learned Member for Cork has 
based his Amendment on the contrast 
between a legal quorum of three out of 
a hundred guardians andalegal quorum 
of 19 out of 56 members of a town 
council. I quite agree that there is a 
great contrast, and as to this particular 
proposal I do not feel very strongly in the 
matter. I would suggest, however, that 
as one-fourth is the legal quorum for 
urban districts it should also apply to 
county boroughs. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put— 

“Page 8, line 34, after ‘apply,’ insert ‘a 
quorum of a council of a county borough shall 
be one-fourth of the total number of suck 
council.’ ” 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 8, line 36, after ‘shall,’ insert ‘not.’” 
—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The sub- 
section proposes that the provisions of the 
Act with regard to criminal injuries shall 
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apply—that is, that the power of dealing 
with nialicious injuries is to be taken 
away from the corporations in Ireland. 
In a Bill dealing with local government, 
I think it is extremely inadvisable to 
restrict the local government powers 
already in existence, except in so far as 
may be necessary and useful. I think 
this would be a mischievous change, 
There has been no complaint as to the 
action taken by the corporations in this 
matter—certainly very few. The pro- 
cedure at present in Dublin and Cork, 
and in the other boroughs, is as follows, 
The application, when made, comes before 
the corporation, and they decideit. They 
can decide as to the amount to be paid, 
and if they reject the application, the 
applicant has, I understand, the power 
of appealing to the Recorder of the 
borough. Surely that is protection 
enough, and why this power under a 
local government Bill. should be taken 
from the boroughs. I cannot understand. 
Unquestionably, the council of any 
borough is not only the proper but the 
very best tribunal to adjudicate on 
claims of this kind. They have local 
knowledge of the circumstances and the 
amount of the damage, and I think a 
restriction of this kind should not be 
included in the Bill. I beg to move. 





Question put. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The reason 
why we propose this addition is that, 


having, as regards counties, entirely 
changed the system of procedure as 
regards malicious injuries, and sub- 


stituted a judicial procedure for what I 
think is a judicial matter, it is only 
reasonable we should make the pro 
cedure uniform, and apply it to boroughs 
as well. I think myself that this change 
will be a good one. The question of 
malicious injuries is eminently one lor 
judicial decision. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): If the que 
tion of malicious injuries is eminently 
one for judicial decision, why is it not 
made so in England? Why is it not 
sent to a court of law? When this ques 
tion was raised on clause 5, the answer 
of the rivht honourable Gentleman was 
that in Ireland it is well known and 
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admitted that the outrages are mainly 
of an agrarian character. That was the 
only argument he used for altering the 
procedure in Ireland from that under 
the English Act. Does he mainfain that 
the outrages in the boroughs are of an 
agrarian character, and, if not, on what 
ground does he propose to alter the pro- 
cedure at present obtaining in the 
boroughs? Sir, the Amendment of the 
honourable Member for North Cork is a 
most reasonable one, and the right 
honourable Gentleman has not given a 
single reason why it should not be 
accepted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would like to 
ask whether the law in Belfast remains 
as it was in 1886, or has it been altered? 
If it remains the same, this proposal is 
a trap. The House will recollect the 
shooting of Head Constable Gardner in 
Belfast in 1886. It formed the subject 
of a Royal Commission, and the Com- 
mission reported that, as there was no 
law in Belfast, as in every other corner 
of Ireland, giving the right of compen- 
sation to policemen and others for mali- 
cious injury, the law should be altered. 
It never has been altered. I really 
cannot understand the position of the 
Government, which is most indefensible. 
It may be that some clause did slip into 
a private Bill. The honourable and learned 
Member for Londonderry says “ not,” but 
if not, the Government must put the 
Orangemen of Belfast in the same posi- 
tion as the Nationalists throughout Ire- 
land. If you kill a policeman in Belfast 
you kill him with impunity, but if a 
policeman in the south or west of Ire- 
land, in stopping a public-house row, gets 
a black eve, he can get £50 or £60. 
Constable Leahy, in the county of Cork, 
for some injuries, from which I am glad 
to see he is now recovered, levied £1,000 
off a single barony. Why should not 
the district of Sandy Row be subject to 
the law which prevails in every other 
part of the countrv? Belfast is 
to have none of this jurisdiction, 
and when vou send into Sandy 
Row, in July. large drafts of police, vou 
are exposing them to an undoubted risk, 
as thev have not the same protection 
afforded them as in Kerry and Clore. I 
must ask the ri¢ht honovrable Gentle- 
man to extend this law to Belfast. 
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Mr. KNOX (Londonderry): I may 
state that when the last Belfast Bill was 
before the House the police gave very 
strong evidence as to the desirability for 
including a provision such as that now 
proposed by the honourable and learned 
Member for the City of Cork. Mr. 
Cameron, a divisional commissioner, gave 
evidence, showing the necessity for such 
a provision. On the other hand, I am 
bound to say that the Town Clerk of 
Belfast took the general point—which I 
think to be a reasonable position—that 
a policeman can insure his life as well as 
any other man. I think if that be 
extended to the whole of Ireland it is 
reasonable enough, though the extra pre- 
miums on the policies of policemen in 
Belfast would be probably high. If you 
are going to keep this special provision 
for the security of policemen in other 
parts of Ireland, it certainly should be 
applied to Belfast. As a matter of fact, 
it was by the merest accident that such 
a clause was omitted from the Bill in 
1896. The Committee were anxious to 
assimilate the law, but they were in- 
formed by the authorities of the House 
that it was beyond the scope of the Bill. 
It is therefore a matter which ought to 
be dealt with as soon ag it possibly can. 
I confess, if the two courses were open to 
us, I would sooner see the law of the rest 
of Ireland assimilated to the law in Bel- 
fast, rather than the law in Belfast assimi- 
lated to the law in the rest of the country. 
It is absurd to give policemen these privi- 
leges. It is a case where there ought to 
be only one law. The present position is 
ludicrous. By the Bill passed two years 
ago, the area of Belfast was trebled. 
Previous to that a policeman injured in 
one of the suburbs could have got full 
compensation from the county ; now the 
suburbs are included in the city, and a 
policeman enters them at his own risk. 
Belfast is still increasing, and extending, 
and the more it extends the greater will 
be the risk to the police. I do think 
that such an existing anomaly as this 
should be removed. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I have 
the honour of representing Sandy Row 
in the House of Commons, and I think 
the anxiety of honourable Members oppo- 
site to bring Belfast within the purview 
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of this Bill is due to the proposed cele- 
brations of 98. I have no objection 
on the part of Belfast that a provision 
enabling her to give compensation for 
injuries should be passed. We only 
want to be assimilated with the law of the 
United Kingdom, of which we are proud 
to remain a part. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I must con- 
fess we were not aware that there was 
any difference between the law in Belfast 
and in other parts of Ireland. If there 
be a difference we shall be quite prepared 
to accept the Amendment which stands 
in the name of the honourable Member 
for Cork City, and to assimilate the law 
in Belfast with that elsewhere. 


Mr. FLYNN: I must urge on the right 
honourable Gentleman that that does not 
meet my point at all, which is that you 
propose to disturb the present procedure 
in the city of Cork for no reason that I 
can understand. The Chief Secretary 
says that the procedure is being changed 
in the counties, and that in future. cases 
of malicious injuries must go before a 
judge. That is all very well for the 
county councils, but that is no argument 
why the procedure should be disturbed 
in the boroughs. Up to the present, in 
the counties malicious injuries come 
before the grand juries, but they are now 
to be abolished. The corporations always 
Lad the jurisdiction, and always exercised 
it fairly. Put aside the question of 
Sandy Row, and the killing of policemen 
in Belfast, and come to the ordinary cases 
of malicious injury. They are generally 
window-breaking in election riots and 
street disturbances. That is the ordinary 
class of malicious injury, and surely the 
corporations might still be empowered 
to deal with such injuries. The Amend- 
ment of my honourable Friend the 
Member for the City of Cork comes on 
at the end of the clause. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I 
should like to know from the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman what has become of 
his promise that the rights now possessed 
by the corporations should not be taken 
from them by this Bill. If he persists 
in his present proposal he will take away 


Mr. W. Johnston. 
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from them the right to adjudicate in 


cases of malicious injury. I think it is a 
most extraordinary change, which is pro- 
posed without rhyme or reason on the 
part of the Government. The right 
honourable Gentleman cannot produce 
any claim for malicious injury in which 
justice was not done. If that be so— 
and it is so—-I do not see why a right 
which the corporations now possess 
should be taken from them. Are the 
corporations not competent to examine 
any claim brought before them, and will 
they not do justice in the future as they 
have done in the past?) Why should the 
right be taken away from the elected 
representatives of the community who 
understand ali the circumstances of the 
cases brought before them, and trans- 
ferred to a court that may or may not 
be influenced, but which cannot be 
acquainted with the local circumstances. 
IT think the Government cught at least 
to keep their word with the Irish cor- 
porations and not take away from them 
this right. If my honourable Friend 
presses his Amendment to a Division I 
shall certainly support him. I can assure 
the right honourable Gentleman that if 
windows were broken in an election riot 
in Clonmel to-morrow the corporation 
would be as fair a tribunal to assess the 
damage for any injury committed as a 
stranger who knew nothing about the 
people. It is an unfair and an unneces- 
sary proposal, and I cannot see any 
reason whatever for it. 


Mr. CREAN (Queen’s County, Ossory) : 
No reason has been assigned by the 
right honourable Gentleman for pressing 
this proposal on the corporations. 
Having acted for many years on one of 
the corporations in Ireland, where these 
cases came before us, I say that the 
change now suggested would uvt act 
favourably, either to the claimant who 
comes forward to get damages, or to the 
public. There is no single case in which 
applications for personal injury or injury 
to property have not been fairly dealt 
with, and even where appeals have been 
made to courts of law the awards made 
by the corporation have invariably been 
upheld. In fact, the cerporation leaves 
it to the city engineer to assess the 
damage to the property. A judge sitting 
on a bench is not an expert in dealing 
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with articles broken or damaged, and the 
amount of compensation to be given ; but 
we have an expert engineer to value the 
damage and assess the compensation. No 
reason has been given for the change, 
and [ think the right honourable Gentle- 
man might leave the law which is now 
working well in the cities as it is. The 
change, if carried out, would give great 
dissatisfaction. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green) : I hope.the Government 
will adhere to the form of this clause. 1 
should like to inform the Committee 
what the existing system is which it is 
sought to remove by this clause, and to 
try and reconcile the system with the 
municipalities and the procedure set up 
by this Bill. I should like to inform the 
Committee how the system at present in 
force in Dublin works. Last year, on 
the occasion of the Jubilee celebration 
in the city of Dublin, advantage was 
taken of the occasion by a disloyal and 
seditious section to raise riots of a very 
disgraceful character, and as the result 
of these riots the windows of the 
respectable and loyal traders and the 
respectable and loyal citizens in that city 
were demolished and smashed. Under 
the existing procedure—and I wish to 
point out how anomalous and absurd it 
is—claims for compensation come before 
a selected number of the corporation, 
who sit as a jury, for the purpose of 
deciding the validity of these claims for 
damage and the amount to be awarded. 
Now, what was the extraordinary course 
taken by the Corporation of the city of 
Dublin in reference to these claims in 
1897? Why, actually a month before 
the time had arrived when it was their 
duty to sit as an impartial jury to investi- 
gate these claims they actually passed a 
resolution that counsel was to be 
engaged, and paid for out of the rates, 
to appear before them to resist these 
claims. Now, I happened to be profes- 


sionally engaged in these cases when 
they came to be heard, and I say that 
had it not been that the judge who pre 
sided over that jury—consisting, as it 
did of certain members of the Corporation 
—happened to be a man of strong 
Opinions, and had considerable power and 
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influence, I venture to submit that the 
claimants, some of whom established an 
overwhelming case for redress, would, in 
a considerable number of cases, have 
been refused redress or relief. My 
reason for saying this is that the system 
that these gentlemen from the Corpora- 
tion who are sitting there, supposed to 
be an impartial jury, adopted was that 
they had counsel paid for by themselves 
to urge them to reject these claims. And 
what were the grounds put forward? 
Why, that these riots were not caused by 
the disloyal and seditious element of the 
city of Dublin, but were actually due to 
the interference of the police, whose only 
interference was that they endeavoured 
to stop processions headed by black flags, 
and other disloyal and seditious emblems, 
from marching through the streets of the 
city of Dublin, demolishing the windows 
of the loyal and respectable citizens. 
Now, apart from this case of the city of 
Dublin, I suggest to honourable Members 
opposite whether in Belfast, Cork, or 
Dublin it is not an absurd anomaly, and 
one which is out of date, that the jury 
who are to sit and investigate into the 
truth of these claims and award the 
amount of damages should be in a 
position to prejudice the case beforehand 
by arranging that counsel shall appear 
before them who are briefed by informa- 
tion supplied by the very jury as to 
matters which they are called upon to 
adjudicate ? 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
suppose that what my honourable and 
learned Friend has indicated in the speech 
to which we have just listened is intended 
as compensation to the electors of the St. 
Stephen’s Division for his professional 
services. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I rise to order. 
I wish to ask you, Sir, whether the 
honourable Member for North Dublin is 
in order in making that insinuation as 
to my honourable and learned Friend? 


[The Cuarrman ignored the interrup- 
tion. ] 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I am afraid you 
did not hear the insinuation, Sir. The 
honourable Member implied that my 
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honourable and learned Friend was carry- 
ing out instructions here for payment he 
had received in Dublin. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: Mr. Clancy. 


Mr. CLANCY: I never said anything 
disrespectful of my honourable and 
learned Friend, who has more common 
sense in his head than the honourable 
Member who has just interrupted me. 
If I had said anything disrespectful, I 
should willingly withdraw it. I think 
the speech of my honourable and learned 
Friend answers itself. I was curious to 
know what would-be the conclusion 
which he would bring out as the conse- 
quences of all these proceedings to which 
he referred. I thought he would have 
been able to conclude, if I had not known 
the facts, with the statement that the 
Corporation of Dublin, after all, did not 
do justice in these cases. I intend now 
to refer to the language of the honour- 
able and learned Gentleman in describ- 
ing the two different sections of the 
people of Dublin. Now, what he calls 
the loyal and respectable people we call 
by another name, and what he calls the 
disloyal and seditious class I am sure are 
not of that character at all. I should 
ve sorry to think that any considerable 
part of the population of Dublin could 
be so described, but if that is a correct 
description of those with whom I am 
acquainted, I hope they will always con- 
tinue to be disloyal and seditious in that 
sense. The honourable and learned 
Gentleman, as I said before, has supplied 
the answer to his own speech. The 
practice, under the circumstances to 
which he referred, of the Corporation of 
Dublin employing counsel to defend these 
actions is not. only a common practice in 
these cases to protect the inhabitants, 
who have to pay, but in this case it was 
absolutely justified by the conduct which 
provoked these riots. I need not enter 
now into the circumstances of these riots 
last July—I do not believe they were 
riots at all—but, as my right honourable 
Friend has made an assertion on one 
side, I may be permitted to make the 
‘ounter assertion that the police in 

‘Imost every case provoked whatever 
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disturbances occurred and caused what- 
ever damage was perpetrated. I do not 
like to allude to any particular section 
of the inhabitants, but as a matter of 
fact the case on the side of the people 
was that the conduct of the police deli- 
berately provoked what happened, and 
that for what ultimately occurred in the 
shape of damage the police were respon- 
sible. Very well, under these circum- 
stances, the Corporation, acting not ex- 
ceptionally at all, but acting in accor- 
dance with the practice on similar occa- 
sions, rightly employed counsel as the 
representative of the ratepayers to argue 
the case in court. No injustice could 
possibly be perpetrated under these cir- 
cumstances, because the other side were 
represented by counsel. My honourable 
and learned Friend himself was employed 
on the other side, and he is one of the 
most competent members of his profes- 
sion. Of course, technically, counsel 
appeared for the Corporation, but as a 
matter of fact they appeared for the 
great body of the ratepayers, and nothing 
could be more just and fair than that 
the whole question should be thrashed 
out by counsel on both sides. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: Will the 
honourable Gentleman pardon me! I 
was not objecting to counsel appearing 
for the ratepayers. What I was object- 
ing to was that counsel should appear 
and be paid and instructed by the jury 
which is to decide the matter. 


Mr. CLANCY: The honourable and 
learned Member has just repeated what 
he said before. I maintain that the 
counsel there representing the Corpora- 
tien represeuted techuically and really 
the body of the ratepayers, who could 
not employ counsel themselves; and, 
moreover, Mr. Lowther, remember this, 
that the question as to the right of these 
people to compensation was never ques 
tioned. The real question was, what 
was the amount of compensation to be 
given? That was the question, and any- 
body who has had any experience at all in 
these matters will know that what I say 
is absolutely true. Well, there was no 
claim made for compensation in any of 
these cases which was not extravagant, 
no matter from what side these claims 
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came. My honourable and_ learned 
Friend has appeared in many of these 
cases, and he has appeared for all parties 
and all persuasions, and he knows per- 
fectly well that what I am saying is abso- 
lutely true, that there is no cause of a 
claim ever made by any person, no 
matter to what county he belongs, that is 
not extravagant, and that the man who 
makes it does not expect to have his 
claim cut down. If counsel is not to be 
employed, who is to make that argu- 
ment for the ratepayers? What is 
their object in employing counsel but to 
see that the ratepayers are represented ? 
And, finally, what happened? As I said 
before, my honourable and _ learned 
Friend would wind up by saying that 
compensation—that is, adequate compen- 
sation—was not given, but the Commit- 
tee must have been strongly disappointed 
by him not referring in a single sentence 
to the result of all these operations. The 
result was that substantial compensation 
was given in almost every case, and this 
is the great case that my honourable and 
learned Friend brings out, if I may say 
80, without reference to the result. 


Mr. JOHNSTON: I am very glad he 
did. 

Mr. CLANCY: Well, the honourable 
Member is more competent to do it than 
any Member on that side, and I hope he 
will often take part in these Debates. 
There is no question about this Amend- 
ment. Where is the need for these 
changes? And then we must remember 
this is a reform Bill for extending the 
liberties of the people, and at the very 
time that you extend those liberties to 
the greater part of the country you cut 
down the Members in the country where 
they have exercised these liberties with- 
out injustice to anyone for the last 40 or 
50 years. I shall, therefore, vote for the 
Amendment, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I must say 
that I hope the Debate will not be 
continued on the lines on which it has 
proceeded, which were calculated to 
engender heat and friction. The issue is 
really quite simple. We believe that this 
procedure which we have substituted 
will be a great improvement on the old 
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procedure. These are really matters 
which are already provided for by the 
procedure as regards counties, which are 
not county boroughs, and in this clause 
we merely propose that the same 
procedure shall stand for boroughs as 
well. I quite admit that the case in 
favour of extending it to boroughs is not 
so strong as originally applied to coun- 
ties on the grounds stated by the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo that 
malicious injuries in the counties are for 
the most part of the character of 
agrarian outrages, and we all know what 
peculiarities there are in Ireland with 
regard to these outrages. At the same 
time, I think that even in the boroughs 
the present procedure is antiquated, and 
undoubtedly it does often result in -his, 
that we have persons as judges who are 
also to some extent interested parties. 
T cannot myself believe for a moment 
that the procedure we are proposing in 
this Bill creates any injustice, and E 
should not be at all surprised if the 
effect were the other way. I think it is 
quite possible that the corporation may 
prefer to give compensation for injuries 
after the judge refuses. I believe our 
own procedure is in the interests of 
justice, and very likely in the interests 
of the ratepayer. 


*Mr. SersEant HEMPHILL: I had not 
intended to take part in the discussion 
on this particular Amendment, but as a 
citizen of Dublin and an inhabitant of 
the St. Stephen’s Green Division I heard 
with very great regret the observations 
of my honourable and learned Friend the 
new Member for that division. I confess 
I think that he imputed to the Corpora- 
tion of Dublin—a most responsible body, 
and a most representative one of the 
feelings of the citizens of Dublin—sorre- 
thing in the nature of corruption. But 
what they did was perfectly legitimate, 
and had they not done so they would 
have been wanting in their duty. Claims 
were put forward arising out of those 
riots—and I am not going into the merits 
of those riots. The town council, or 
rather the Corporation, were trustees of 
the ratepayers of the city of Dublin. 
Their duty was to see that exaggerated 
claims were not allowed to pass without 
question, and it was their province and 
their right to have those claims fully 








Local Government 


987 


investigated, and for that purpose they 
employed counsel to go before the judge 
of the High Court—who was one of the 
judges of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s 
Bench—finally to determine what the 
damage was. Then why should it be 
imputed to this body, which is one of 
the most responsible bodies in the whole 
Empire—I say that without fear of 
contradiction—why should it be imputed 
to them that they were guilty of some- 
thing like malversation and corruption? 
Why should this opportunity upon a 
technical clause be made the ground for 
imputing to the general body of the 
inhabitants of Dublin that they were 
seditious? Such language as that coming 
from such a weighty authority—as I admit, 
from his talent and his position, my 
honourable and learned Friend un- 
doubtedly is—gives the Members of this 
House who do not know Ireland—that is 
the English and Scotch Members—the 
impression that Ireland is something 
beyond the pale of reason, and almost of 
civilisation. I do trust, with regard to 
this section, that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland—whose lecture I do not alto- 
gether regret, because I think it my 
business to say something on behalf of 
this Corporation, which I hope will have 
a good deal of force and effect—with 
regard to this clause will explain why 
it applies to every municipal borough in 
Ireland, because the definition of 
borough is not confined merely to seven 
or eight cities, or whatever they are, but 
it applies to every municipal borough, 
and those boroughs are getting no benefit 
from this Act. They are not getting 
‘any relief from what has been called the 
bribe or the dole. They are not relieved 
from any portion of their share of bur- 
dens, and they do not participate in this 
£780,000 a year. Why, then, should you 
‘disturb their ancient constitution in this 
respect? Has any reason been given, and 
has any advantage been claimed for it? 
Honourable Members from below the 
‘Gangway have remonstrated against this 
clause, and I do respectfully submit that 
it will not in any way impair the 
symmetry of the Bill, or its general 
object, ifthe Amendment is accepted, and 
I do ask the Government to yield to the 
Amendment of the honourable Member 
for Cork, and leave out this clause. 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphiil. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: The opinion of the 
Government seems to be this, that 
nobody can be just or honest in Ireland 
unless he is in receipt of £3,500 a year, 
You may be a hanger-on of the Govern. 
ment, or a person using backstairs in- 
fluence; you may be a person of the 
most cringing and snivelling description 
in order to secure office ; but the moment 
you get it the arm of judicial authority 
is placed upon you, and you become 
endowed with all the virtues, and we 
must prostrate ourselves in admiration 
before you. But the ordinary human 
man, who does his work for nothing—the 
citizen of Dublin who goes to trouble and 
expense in the discharge of civic duties, 
who looks after the rates, and streets, 
and lighting, and who does the work at 
great expense, trouble, and inconvenience 
to himself—for the first time a brand of 
contempt and of dishonour, so to speak, 
and of want of confidence is placed upon 
him; and his functions, without any 
necessity whatever, are to be handed over 
to the officials of Dublin Castle. And 
this is all to be done in a Local Govern- 
ment Bill. The Member for the St. 
Stephen’s Green Division has told us of 
the corruption of the jury of the Dublin 
Corporation, and of the fact that the 
Dublin Corporation found it necessary 
to employ counsel to reduce extravagant 
claims. I remember the notorious case 
of Sibthorpe’s compensation. He was a 
leading freemason of the city of Dublin, 
and his claim was resisted by the City 
Corporation, and the arbitrator gave a 
few hundred pounds. But he was able, 
however, backed up by a freemason jury, 
to get a sum equivalent to three times 
the value of his property. This was 
done by the partisans of law, order, and 
virtue, to show that all the corruption 
was on one side, and all the decency on 
the other. And yet an occasion like 
this, when the Committee was getting on 
quietly, is used to stir up indignation of 
this kind when we are debating without 
any heat or needless partisanship. But 
when the gardener’s widow was shot, she 
was not able to get a shilling, although 
Sibthorpe was able to empannel a free- 
mason jury to give him three times the 
value of his premises. I noticed the 
words of the Chief Secretary—the very 
careful words he chose in his speech— 
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pointing to a further enlargement vi this 
section, and a further enlargement of this 
jurisdiction. I venture to say that any- 
thing of the kind will be stoutly resisted 
by us. The clause as it is is bad enough, 
but any proposal to widen it in any 
sense will certainly lead to a great deal 
of complication. I wish to point out | 
to the Committee that the position of 
your boroughs is this: you gain nothing | 
whatever from it; you get no aericul- 
tural grant, and all their ancient fran- 
chise and jurisdictions are taken away. 
And this extraordinary result will follow 
by way of illustration, that a man in the 
Si. Stephen’s Green Division, when he 
takes a lease of his house from the land- 
lord, has to pay all the rates. Through- 
out the boroughs the privileges of the 
citizens all through this Bill are being 
violently and openly interfered with, 
without any cause whatever. The rights 


viven over to the 


of the coroners are 
Lord Chancellor, the rights of the sub- 
ject are given over to the sudges, and 
the whole theory of compensation from | 
our peers for malicious injuries is to 
be finally taken away. And this is b ing 
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done in a Looal Government Bill. I 
assert this-—and I have had a great deal 
of experience in these matters—-that, in 
any case of dispute between Protestant 
and Catholic, there is no justice for the 
Irish Catholic. After 14 years’ experience 
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| of cases where Catholics and Protestants 


have come into collision, or in competi- 
tion, I say there is no justice for the 
Cathclic. I assert also that it is noto- 
rious that the whole manipulation of the 
judge and jury system in Ireland is under 
Protestant influence. And now, wnder 
the pretence of conferring additional 
local liberty, the people are to be 
deprived of this last relic of ancient 
At all events, if we 
have to give compensation in these cases, 
then the citizens, who have to pay, should 
have some voice in the amount which 
is to be paid. And this is done uader 
the guise of conferring upon the people 
local government. 


freedom we enjoy. 


Amendment put. 


The Committee divided—aAves 89; 
Noes 126.—(Division List, No. 94.) 
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Amendinent negatived. Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 

Amendment proposed— eae a se oy 
(d) The council of each county borough 

b aot > ar . am . , © “ty 

Page 8. line 43, at end, add— shall elect the harbour board or port authority 
frie a | how exercising jurisdiction within any portion 

And as respects Belfast, the enactments | of such borough ; (e) the council of each county 
mentioned in Part I. of the First Schedule | porough shall be entitled to elect the same 
shall, notwithstanding any Act of Parliament, | number of Commissioners to the Irish Lights 
apply within the county borough in the same | Board as the Corporation of Dublin.’”—(JQfr. 
manner as in any other part of Ireland.” |. M. Healy.} 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to move 
the Amendment standing in my name. 
The Government have all along been 
engaged in restricting the powers of the 
Irish corporations. Let us see now 

, ? ‘ | whether, in the Local Government Bill, 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, I will they will do anything to extend it. My 
accept that Amendment. | proposal is that the port authority shall 

be elected by the corporation much in 

Agreed to. the same way as was the case at Cork 


Mr. M. HEALY: Now, Mr. Lowther, | 
I understand that the right honourable | 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary accepts 
this Amendment. 
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If that is too strong, I am willing to 
accept the proposal that half the 
port authority should be elected by the 
corporation, if the Government cannot 
see their way to widen the scope of the 
Bill to the extent I desire. My Amend- 
ment has one great advantage, and that 
is that every existing local authority is 
opposed to it. That is the greatest com- 
pliment that could be paid to my Amend- 
ment. The ridiculous franchise which 
exists all over the country is left, 
and not one of these boards wants 
to be responsible to public opinion. 
They are engaged upstairs in a long argu- 
ment over a Bill not promoted by the 
Nationalists, because we have several 
times endeavoured to bring about some 
reform of the port authority of the Port 
of Dublin. But this Bill is promoted 
by the Dublin Chamber of Commerce, 
which is a reading-room in the city of 
Dublin and nothing more, and it is felt 
to be a great scandal that this reading. 
room, on its own motion, has brought 
in a Bill to reform the port authority. 
I understand that the course taken by 
the Port and Docks Board is this—and it 
is rather comical: first of all, they give 
the Dublin Corporation seven members, 
then thev “i ‘e them three—whereas they 
have already five—and now, in fear of 
their opposition, they are going to give 
They are going to play this 
trick upon this House, as to which I now 


them more. 


warn the Government, that we will give 
them days over this Port and Docks Bill, 
because the position they are adopting is 
that they will accept the Amendments 
moved in this House, but when the Bill 
gets into the stouse of Lords, they are 
going to strike out the Amendments, so 
that this House will only afterwards have 
the question before it of agreeing with 
the Lords’ Amendments. I have the 
strongest distrust of the Port and Docks 
Board. Originally, under the hand and 
seal of the Irish Parliament—the autho- 
rity to which we owe anything that is 
good and democratic in Ireland—the 
control of the port authority was vested 
in the Dublin Corporation, but in the bad 
days, by a private Act, this board was 
filched from the corporation, stolen 
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away, and the corporation lost its ancient 
jurisdiction and influence, and it was 
given to the port and docks authority, 
and a nice muddle they made of it. At 
this moment the port authority is prac- 
tically bankrupt, and has no real means 
of carrying on the business of the port, 
and in the face of that they claimed last 
year power to put an additional tax upon 
commodities, and an additional tax upon 
vessels. They seem to have an idea that 
the taxes upon commerce are paid by 
the shippers, but I say that the taxes 
upon commerce are not paid by the ship- 
pers, but by the general body of the 
community. And so absurd are the port 

dues of Dublin that you can bring in ° 
ready-made window frames without a tax, 
but if you bring in the materials for 
making them there is a tax upon those 
materials. So that actually there is a 
premium offered to these foreign window 
frame makers, whereby the native manu- 
facturers, who are working up the raw 
material for the window frames, are put 
to a great disadvantage. So much for the 
port authority of Dublin. What is the 
| state of things in Belfast! The Corpora- 
| tion of Belfast have twice appeared at the 
Bar of the House of Lords, in order to 
oppose the Belfast Harbour Bill, and the 
House of Lords said that the Corporation 
of Belfast had no locus standi. hat is 
to say, that the great Corporation of 
Belfast, the mayor of which was made 
Lord Mayor not long Her 
Majesty, has no Jocus standi in connec- 
tion with its harbour, according to the 
decision of the House of Lords, and by 
the high franchise, which excludes the 
general body of ithe people from any con- 
trol over it, they keep up this miserable 
clique. The case of Cork is a reasonable 
one, and it is in order to approximate 
the case of Cork to that of the other 
ports of Ireland that I bring forward this 
Amendment. If you go to Limerick or 
Waterford you have the most unreason- 
able state of things. You have a franchise 
which admits nobody except a very select 
few, with the result that there have been 
injunctions granted by various Masters of 


the Rolls in regard to the port authority. 


ago by 
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The latest Act on this question is 
a private Act of 1863, relating to Dun- 
garvan. By that Act the Dungarvan 
Corporation have been given th. sole con- 
trol of the port and are the port autho- 
rity, but if you go to the older Act you 
will find a franchise of the most extra- 
ordinary description. Now, I certainly 
say that the time has come, if you will 
steal from us our ancient rights and 
franchises, to give us some enjoyment of 
our privileges. If you take away our 
ancient rights, our compensation for 
malicious injuries, our right to the re 
moval of coroners, what substitute do 
you give us? Why is my lease to be 
broken in regard tothe pavment of rates? 
By this Bill, in respect of a lease, under 
which the landlord should pay all my 
rates, he can say, “No, 7 shall not,” 
although T made my contract in the open 
market, with that provision. You are 
taking away from us rights which we 
have had, rights as to which there was 
no complaint, and under these circum- 
stances it is only fair that these absurd 
anachronisms should be reconstituted, 
and that some popularly-elected authority 
should be appointed. If the Government 
will give me some assurance that thev 
will consider the matter, I shal! not press 
my Amendment. 


Local Government 


Mr. WOLFF: This is one of the most 
extraordinary proposals I ever heard made 
This is a proposal to 
alter the franchise of the Harbour Board, 
and a proposal to set up the corporation 
the council the 
authority, or, I should say, to enable the 
corporation or the town council to elect 
the harbour authority. I can quite under- 
stand that the honourable Gentleman 
opposite is not satisfied with the fran- 
chise which elects the Harbour Board, 
and that he should, like my honourable 
Friend the Member for Londonderry, 
bring in a propesal that the franchise 
should be altered, altogether. But to 
throw the whole election, or half of the 
election, into the hands of the borough 
council or the corporation, seems to me 
to be a most extraordinary proceeding, 
and one which, I trust, will not commend 
itself to the Government. The honour- 
able Member has made some strong 


before the House. 
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Dublin. There is no doubt that the 
board was in’ a very bad condition, but 
from the fact that there is a Bill before 
the House of Commons it is evident that 
the conditicn of things may be altered 
with the consent of this House. In the 
course of the Debate. the honourable 
Member said that the Bill to which I 
have alluded had been promoted by the 
Chamber of Commerce of Dublin, which 
he calls a reading-room. Ag a matter of 
fact it is representative of all the largest 
traders and merchants and shippers in 
Dublin, who know far more about the 
working of a harbour than a county coun- 
cil or town council is likely to do; and 
I may add that this Bill is not only being 
promoted by the Dublin Chamber of 
Commerce, but it is being promoted with 
the consent of the Corporation of Dublin, 
which cerporation, I fancy, has many 
gentlemen on it whose pciitical opinions 
are the same as those of the honourable 
Member. In regard to Belfast, I can 
only say that they certainly have done 
the very best work that I know of being 
done by any harbour board. T do not 
know of one which would have done 
better. But if again that is wrong, if 
again the constitution of the board or the 
constitution of the electorate does not 
please my honourable Friend, there is a 
remedy before the House; and it seems 
to me that the thing to do would be to 
alter method of election, but 
to make a sweeping alteration like this, 
giving the election of the Harbour Board 
to the town conncil altogether. All 
through Ireland there is no uniform sys 
tem as regards harbour boards at all. 
Every harbour board has its own law, and 
every one of them works in a different 
way, and such a proposal as the honour- 
able Member now makes is entirely dif- 
ferent to anything that was proposed in 
the English Local Government Bill. It 
is an entirely new departure, and one 
which, if adopted, would be likely to give 
very much worse boards than we have at 
present. I feel that if the election of the 
Harbour Commissioners were to rest in 
the hands of any body like the town 
council or the borough council, it would 
be a serious incentive to jobbery. I 
doubt very much whether a town council 
would elect members of the harbour 
boards themselves, who would form 4 
body capable of doing the work as well as 
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it is done now. I am most strongly 
opposed to this Amendment. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): I 
have listened with some amusement to 
the speech of the honourable Member for 
Belfast. I should like to know whether 
he is pleading for the city of Belfast or 
on behalf of the Harbour Board, because 
the opinion of the city of Belfast is, on 
this question, I venture to think, beyond 
doubt ; and I agree that on an occasion 
so nportant as this to the chief com- 
mercial city of Ireland the other Members 
of the city of Belfast should be here to 
give some information as to the feelings 
of their constituents. But, at any rate, 
one of these gentlemen is a recular atten- 
dant, and we shall hear from him pro- 
bably before the Debate is concluded. 
The people of Belfast do desire that the 
Harbour Board shall be in some way 
made responsible directly to the electors, 
I believe that it is true that they would 
prefer that the Harbour Board should be 
directly elected by the local government 
electors rather than that they should be 
indirectly elected, as proposed by my 
honourable and learned Friend. © But 
that is a question of very small import- 
ance, Whether the system of the commu- 
nity electing the board is adopted or not, 
or whether the board is indirectly elected 
by the council which the community 
elects. There is no doubt that, though 
my honourable and learned Friend pre- 
fers not to have a separate election on 
this occasion by the popular electors, still 
the members of the corporation who are 
elected by the local government electors 
would doubtless choose very much the 
same people as the electors themselves 
would choose if they had an opportunity 
of doing so. I am sure my honourable 
and learned Friend would give the 
honourable Member for Belfast his sup- 
port for the direct election of the Har- 
bour Board, and if the Government is 
ready to accept an Amendment for a 
direct election of the board by the local 
government electors, I feel sure that my 
honourable and learned Friend would be 
Just as willing to accept that as the pro- 
posal which he now advocates. The main 
object is to get the Harbour Board respon- 
sible to the people and the machinery for 
‘arrying out that object is a matter of 
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comparatively small importance. I think 
the question raised by this Amendment 
is a matter of the very greatest import- 
ance. The constitution of the Harbour 
Board is a matter not only for the 
shippers and the large traders, because 
we have the theory advanced that it is 
a matter for the people of the town. 
That is a question of ‘principle. Now 
the Belfast Corporation has taken that 
side of the question, and has declared 
that the constitution of the Harbour 
Board is a matter for the consideration 
of the whole town. The Member for 
East Belfast says it is a question for the 
big shippers, and he went so far as to 
suggest that men elected by the people 
would be guilty of jobbery. Of course, 
it would be treason to suggest that there 
would be jobbery amongst big shippers, 
or that they would or could, for instance, 
build a graving dock in a position where 
it would be an enormous advantage to 
a particular firm. 


Mr. WOLFF: Will the honourable 
Member kindly tell me what he means? 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: Oh, yes; we 
know all about it. There is a Bill being 
fought upstairs this year, and we have 
seen the clauses of the Bill. I will not 
vo so far as to say that there would be 
corruption among the big shippers for 
this purpose. On the contrary, the 
building of this graving dock may be a 
defensible proposition, but it is absurd 
to say that the Corporation of Belfast, 
because it is popularly elected, is likely 
to be corrupt, and that the Harbour 
Board, because it is not popularly elected, 
is a body not liable to corruption. I do 
not think we need have this argument 
ef corruption used in this Debate at all, 
because every public body may become 
corrupt, but I do not think there is any 
more probability of a popularly-elected 
body becoming corrupt than there is of 
a body elected on a limited franchise 
becoming corrupt. Let us look at it in 
the broader light as to what these bodies 
are supposed to do, and then you will 
find that there is a strong case for allow- 
ing the people themselves to have a 
voice in the election of these boards. 
There is hardly a port in Ireland in 
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which one of the obstacles to progress| steamers, and it is because of their 
has not been that there are a few|enlightened policy that they have 
shippers in the town who have had some | attracted all classes of traders to Belfast, 
peculiar advantages, and have done their | This is the question which is essential to 
best to prevent England or Scotland|the progress of the Irish ports. The 
coming into that port and competing. | question is whether the Harbour Boards 
There is hardly a port in Ireland of | are to be left in the hands of small, local 
which this remark is not true. Now,|shippers, who destroy competition by 
the interests of the whole people of the/| refusing to allow the outside shipper to 
whole town are to bring to the port|come in and compete, or whether they 
every shipper that they possibly can| shall be in the hands of the people of 
from all parts of the world, whilst the |the towns who are interested in attract- 
interests of the shippers of the port are|ing shippers from all parts. That is a 
to keep things in a narrow ring for them-| very important and very essential ques 
selves. I am bound to say that the/ tion, and I do not consider that anything 
Harbour Board of Belfast have been| more important can possibly be “raised 
better than most others in this respect— | during our discussions on this Bill. Then 
I certainly think it is, even with the|there are other questions. The Har- 
£20 franchise. The Harbour Board there} bour Boards are large employers of 
has been much more nearly popularly| labour. The House has adopted the 
elected than the Harbour Boards of some | principle of the fair wages Resolution. 
other towns. I will say that with the|In regard to the Harbour Board of Bel- 
£20 franchise they have a much nearer fast I do not make this proposal in any 
approach to popular representation than | Way as a reflection on the way it has per- 
Dublin has. Dublin has been stagnant formed its duties, but on general 
for years, and that is due mainly to the ST runds. 
olicy that the Harbour Board has ae a 
aiiesd, and the present condition of Mr. GERALD BALFOt R could a 
the port of Derry is due to the same | 2° into the merits of the existing Har- 
cause. But a committee of that board | bour Boards in the west of Ireland, but 
has passed a resolution in favour of the the Government could not accept the 
popularisation of the board. There is a Amendment on broad, general grounds. 
difference between a popularly-elected It must be obvious to the Committee 
body and a body representing only the 
shippers. A proposal was niade that 
there should be certain sheds erected for 
the convenience of Atlantic steamers— 
especially the tramp steamers, which 
come from time to time from America, 
and which could not, of course, have 
any opportunity of putting up sheds ot 
their own; and the idea was that : ; ee ae 
harbour sheds should be put up which and debatable rapeeie Beery te 
would attract this class of steamers, | uired aeparate consideration, ~ * 
eae | seemed to him it was not fair to impose 
But, because there was a majority of pases j pe 
=. F |the same constitution on all the boards. 
men who had their own sheds, and who ; ; aia bi 
: Mite The question was too difficult and thorny 
would not allow any shed to be put up| ,. 1. gealt with in the present Bill 
by the Harbour Board, because it might ae 1 } 
give an advantage to competitors in the | Mr. M. HEALY asked the Presi- 
trade, that idea was not carried out. It! dent of the Board of Trade, whom he 
is an example of the sort of thing that | 
is happening at most of the ports of} |. ‘ ; 
Ireland. Belfast is, in this respect, an which he presided had done nothing 
exception. The Harbour Board there introduce order and method into the 
have gone in for an enlightened policy, |numerous Port and Harbour Acts. They 
and have erected a large number of|had been passed for many years, and 


sheds, which are to be open to all these | amended again and again, but there was 
Mr. Knoz. 





that in the case of other harbour boards 
there were a number of conflicting inte- 
rests involved, and the results had been 
seen not only in Ireland but in England, 
where boards had been made up of mem- 
bers representing different interests. To 
| decide the exact constitution of a har- 
bour board was a difficult, complicated, 


saw in his place, why the Department over 
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no law laying down the lines on which 
those harbour authorities should be con- 
stituted, and the effect of that was that 
it was practically left for private initia- 
tive, in the case of every harbour, to 
formulate schemes and put them before 
the Board of Trade. The English Har- 
bour Board, which looked after the com- 
mercial interests of England, had left 
an important question of this kind in the 
discreditable state in which it now re- 
mained. On every occasion it was Ire- 
land that chiefly suffered. In England 
they were dealing with rich and valuable 
interests in localities that could spend 
large sums of money, but in the case of 
Irish local authcrities they were dealing 
with places where £50 a year was the 
revenue. The result, in the case of 
Irish ports, was that nothing was done 
from one year’s end to another to have 
some form of government which could 
look after the port and serve its inte- 
rests. He agreed with what the Chief 
Secretary had said, that in this matter 
of port legislation there were many inte- 
rests to consider. There were large 
towns situated 20 miles up a navigable 
river, and others situated on the sea, 
and there were two instances in which 
the local circumstances made it desirable 
that in any legislation there should be a 
good deal of elasticity in establishing 
port authorities. He thought the 
system in some cases should be improved, 
and the harbour authorities should be 
directly elected by the ratepayers. The 
ratepayers might well be represented in 
this question of Harbour Board by the 
local authority. It might be left to the 
local authority, general instructions 
being given to make selections from 
shippers and merchants. He quite recog- 
nised that the interests of the shippers 
should be represented; he would give 
them a large and substantial, though not 
« preponderating, representation. He 
believed that the traders ought to be 
specially represented. A proposal might 
very well be devised by virtue of which 
2 corporation might be committed to 
elect the harbour authorities, making a 
special direction in each case. that each 
separate interest concerned should get 
separate representations of the , board 
when the corporation proceeded to elect 
its body. The local body might well be 
trusted to elect the shipowners and mer- 
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chants, such as would fairly represent 
the shipping interests of the port and 
the trading interests of the Harbour 
Board. If the Government saw their 
way to yield to representations on that 
point, the Bill would be much more 
satisfactory. They certainly ought to 
have some satisfaction from the Govern- 
ment. The Board of Trade ought to 
take the matter into their consideration, 
the desirability of looking into these 
Harbour Acts, and by consolidating them 
introduce some sort of harmony with the 
requirements of the Board of Trade. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnie, Croydon) 
said that, as the honourable Gentleman: 
had made an appeal to him, he felt bound 
to reply. The Board of Trade had not 
taken a general survey under the Acts 
affecting harbour trustees with a view of 
having them consolidated. There were 
dissimilarities that required special 
arrangements, and they must have pro- 
portionately a considerable number bear- 
ing on the circumstances of the harbour 
authorities. He did not see how the 
honourable Gentleman could get over the 
difficulties he himself acknowledged did 
exist in regard to each separate case. 


Mr. M. HEALY said his observations in 
connection with the Board of Trade re- 
lated to their failure to consolidate all 
the public Acts affecting Harbour Boards. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE replied that, if they attempted 
to consolidate these Acts, there would 
require to be somewhat similar treat- 
ment of all the various boards. 


Mr. M. HEALY: No, no! 


Tut PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: What the honourable Gentle- 
man confined his remarks to was, that 
there were general Acts of Parliament 
dealing with harbours and their manage- 
ment passed from time to time, and 
there was some difficulty when one 
desired to know what the law of Great 
Britain and Ireland was. He would be 


glad, however, to consider the question o! 
how it could be done in the way the 
honourable Member suggested, by con- 
solidation. 


He had no doubt there were 
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a large number of other questions affect- 
ing that of whether consolidation might 
properly be undertaken. If the honour- 
able Gentleman asked him to look into 
the matter in order to see whether any 
thing could be done, he would be glac 
to do it. 


On the return of the CHarrmMan, after | 


the usual interval, 
*Mr. JOHNSTON: Mr. Lowther, I 
should not have aaa in this dis- 
cussion, after the statements which have 
by Chief 
honourable Mem! 
to 


Secretarv, 
C rk 


the 


been made the 
if the 
City had 
Debate. 


speech 


ver for 
inue 
of 


indul- 


not risen cont 


But in his 
I think i 
eence of the Committee while I sav a few 
words on behalé of the Belfast Harbour 
Board, with which it is proposed to inter- 
fere by the Amendment of the honour- 
able and learned Mi for Louth. [| 
hold in my hand a statement issued by 
the Belfast Harbour Board, from which I 
may be permitted to make a few quota- 
tions. This statement declares that a 
proposals of the honourable and learne: 
Member for Louth are altogether paces 
anything either in the English or Scot- 
tish Local Government Acts, for the Eng- 
lish and Scottish Acts did not in anv way 
affect the Enelish and Scottish Harbour 
Trusts, whose constitutions remain un- 
altered. There does not seem to be any 
reason why this experiment should be 
made upon Belfast, and although Belfast 
was not specially named in the Amend- 
ment, yet he thought that both Belfast 
and Derry were present to the minds of 
the honourable and learned Members 
opposite when they proposed these alte- 
rations, 


Mr. KNOX said he had already care- 
fully stated that he thought the Belfast 
Harbour Board was the best in Ireland 
because it had at present the widest 
suffrage. 


*Mr. JOHNSTON thought that if the 
Belfast Board was the best in Ireland 
that was a sufficient reason why it should 
be left alone. They object to the pro- 
posed Amendment on the ground that 
the— 


consequence 


may ask the 


mber 


“Trust managed by the Harbour Commissioners 
is not one which is worked for the benefit of 
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Belfast alone, but for the greater part of the 
towns and country districts situate in the 
North of Ireland, for which Belfast is the port 
for export and import alike.” 

Belfast is very much interested, of 
course, as a city, in the management of 
the Harbour Trust, but the towns and 
country districts of Ulster 
rested, and therefore there no 
special reason why the Harbour 
Trust should be managed entirely 
by the Belfast Corporation. The 
Commissioners urge that to do what is 
proposed would be to 70 back to ancient 
lien for Belfast Harbour 
time under the management 
fast City Corporation; but, -; t 


are also inte- 


is 


Was al one 
> Bi tL 
} 
8) 


su 


quent enactment, the Corporation was 
relieved from the management, and the 
harbour was placed under a distinct and 


Ballast 
of the 


Trust called the 
As this statement 
bour Board goes on to say— 


separate 


porat ion. 


‘The history of Belfast in this 
identical with that of 
similar condition of thin 
mately necessitated a 
Trust Corporation being pro 
management of the Mersey 


Docks.” 


respect is 
Liverpool, where a 
which ulti- 
separate and distinct 
vided for 


Harbour 


gs arose, 





The history of the progress of Belfast has 
frequently been referred to in the House 
of Commons, and perhaps the Committe 
will allow me again to remind them that 
in 1786, the vear after the Ballast Cor 
poration was constituted, the total ton- 
nage of vessels entering Belfast. Harbour 
was only 34,287 tons. ty years 
afterwards, in 1836, the trade of the port 
had increased to 309,256 tons; and la 
vear the figures had increased to 
2,298,868 tons. As an indication of the 
position and importance of the Belfast 
Harbour Trust as compared with the 
Belfast City Corporation, I may mention 
that the ‘total authorised borrowing 
powers of the Harbour Commissioners 
amount to £1,773,320, and the total 
amount actually borrowed is £1,213,866. 
pa authorised borrowing powers of the 
Corporation amounted on the 31st of 
December, 1896, to about £2,300,000, 
and the total amount actually borrowed 
was about £1,386,500. The _ total 
expenditure by the Harbour Commis- 
sioners is about £2,250,000, the balance 
over borrowed capital having been pro- 
vided out of revenue. These figures, con- 
sidered as an evidence of the works that 
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the two bodies have respectively carried 
out, show that the Harbour Trust is, as 
regards Belfast alone, an equally impor- 
tant Trust with the City Corporation. It 
claims, therefore, that as its management 
has been good in the past, and as it is 
still largely interested in the develop- 
ment of the shipping trade in Belfast, in 
connection with other portions of Ulster, 
it would be unfair and unjust to place 
the Harbour Trust under the manage 
ment of the Belfast Corporation alone. 
The revenue of the City Corporation is 
derived generally from rates assessed 
upon the inhabitants of the city, while 
the revenue of the Harbour Trust is 
derived generally from rates on goods 
and rates on vessels, paid in the first 
instance by traders and shipowners, and 
eventually paid by the consumers of the 
goods imported or exported through the 
harbour, such customers being scattered 
all over the north of Ireland. From 
these facts it evidently would not be 
right that the Belfast Corporation should 
manage and control these affairs when it 
has nothing whatever to do with the 
rates by which the Harbour Trust is 
maintained. I will not, Sir, prolong this 
discussion any further; and, indeed, it 
is almost unnecessary that I should have 
risen at all, but my silence, after the 
speech made by the honourable Member 
for Cork, might have been misconstrued. 
I desire most emphatically to support the 
view taken by the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland on this occasion, and to beg most 
earnestly that Her Majesty’s Government 
will not disturb this excellent Trust which 
has managed the affairs committed to it 
in a manner calculated to develop the 
shipping trade of Belfast and the north 
of Ireland, and the welfare of that por- 
tion of Her Majesty’s United Kingdom. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do not wish to 
continue this Debate, and I have always 
acknowledged that the Belfast Harbour 
Board is one of the best and most asefu! 
of these bodies. But I do think that 
when the Government on the one hand 
say they will not give us English powers, 
and then at other cimes say we must have 
them because they are in certain English 
Bills, they must show some consistency. 
What we object to is this in-and-out 
running. The effect is that we get at 
one time a number of vicious provisions 
which are not to be found in any Bil! 
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at all, and which have no counterpart in 
any legislation whatever, and then on the 
other hand, when we make a proposal. 
to give corporations powers such as they 
have had before, the Government say, 
“Tt is not in any English Bill and we 
cannot assent to it.” Now, the right 
honourable Gentleman rather implied 
that these were matters which should be 
dealt with in individual private Bills; 
but, Mr. Lowther, nobody knows better 
than yourself that when we attempt to 
deal with them in a private Bill, the 
House of Lords tnrows it out and 
says it is not covered by the Notices. 
Then this House says it is not germane 
to the Bill. and must be done by a public 
Act, and when we try to do it by a public 
Act, they say they have no time te 
devote to the passing of that Act. It 
is never apropos to propose reform for 
Ireland. You could keep this House 
sitting for hours, and all night, if you 
were proposing coercion or something in 
the interests of the landlords, but when 
you propose anything for the benefit cf 
Ireland, the great Constitutional Party 
can hardly keep its members together. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Look on the Front 
Opposition Bench. There is only one 
right honourable Gentleman there. 


Me. T. M. HEALY: It is, nevertheless, 
very well represented. The honourable 
Member for Belfast has preferred to take 
up the line adopted by the Harbour 
Board, rather than the line adopted by 
the Corporation. Which body does he 
think represents more fairly the views of 
the people of Belfast—the Corporation, 
which is elected by the citizens as a 
whole, and which has passed a resolution 
demanding this reform, or the Harbour 
Board, which is elected on a very limited 
franchise? We have all admitted that 
the Belfast Harbour Board is one of the 
best and most useful bodies ; but I would 
point out that these harbour authorities 
have functions of enormous importance, 
and on their action the advancement and 
prosperity of the country depend. I will 
give an instance of the hardship of the 
present Bill. In Kerry an enormous levy 
is annually made for the upkeep of that 
pier, and yet the Harbour Board is abso- 
lutely non-representative. The county 
of Kerry has not a single representative 
on that body. I would ask the Chief 
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Secretary to undertake to look into the 
question of harbour development, with a 
view to legislating upon it, and not deal 
with it in this piecemeal and fragmentary 
way. My contention is that while a 
full measure of representation should be 
given to the shipping industry, it should 
nat be sulely represented, and that the 
people at large, through their corpora- 
tions, should be adequately represented. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
there would be considerable difficulty in 
dealing in a uniform manner with all 
these oases. However, I am quite will- 
ing to look into the question with my 
right honourable Friend the President 
of the Board of Trade. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 


“The council of each county borough shall 
be entitled to elect the same number of Com- 
missioners to the Irish Lights Board as the 
Corporation of Dublin.”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he thought he 
should have the support of the honour- 
able Member for Belfast in this matter. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I was doubtful as to 
whether this Amendment was in order. 
I have had some difficulty in dis- 
covering how the Irish Lights Board 
is constituted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: You are in exactly 
the same difficulty, Mr. Lowther, that 
we are all in, and a difficulty which has, 
I believe, been shared by the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade on more 
than one occasion. Admittedly the 
Dublin Corporation have the right to 
elect three Members to the Irish Lighta 
Board. The Dublin Corporation was 
originally the lighting authority, and 
therefore has the right to elect three 
members. In that way I suggest that 
this comes fairly within the limits of o 
Local Government Bill. I admit, Mr. 
Lowther, that the question is one of 
difficulty for yourself, and whichever way 
you decide I shall be satisfied. 
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*Tuzs CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: As far as I have been 


able to ascertain, the Irish Lights 
Board was constituted by an Act of Par- 
liament passed by the Lrish Parliament in 
1786, and it is only incidentally that the 
Dublin Corporation are brought in, and 
are given the power of nomination. 
That being so, I think it hardly comes 
within the scope of an Irish Local Govern- 
ment Bill to give powers to county 
boroughs to elect Commissioners to ths 
Irish Lights Board. I think it would 
require a new Act to deal with this 
matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Ii I may say 0, 
I think that is a very natural -decisioa. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 


“Where the whole or any portion exceeding 
one-half of the salary of any person is paid by 
the council of a county borough, such council 
shall on the next vacancy and thereafter nomi- 
nate and appoint the successor of such person 
to any oflice."—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: In moving the 
next Amendment that stands in my name, 
my object is to provide that those 
officials who are largely paid out of tho 
local rates should be responsible to the 
local authorities. Ido not wish to press 
the matter unduly, as I have already 
taken up some time to-day on this clause, 
but there are a number of these officials, 
and I think it is rather hard that the 
Government should retain the nomina- 
tion of these officials, while the councils 
have to pay the piper. It appears to 
me that some reform is needed in the 
matter. Either let the Corporations be 
no longer responsible for the pay of 
these officials, or let the Government 
hand over the nomination of them to 
the Corporations. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
would consider the matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then I withdraw 
my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 8, line 43, at end, add— 


“(d) Provided that the approval or consent 
of the Local Government Board or of the Lord 
Lieutenant shall not be necessary in any case 
where such consent or approval was not neces- 
sary before the passing of this Act.”—(Mr. 
Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY: I really do not see the 
necessity for making a speech in support 
of this Amendment. I fancy it will com- 
mend itself to the Government. The 
Corporation of Dublin, a body with the 
proceedings of which I am _ most 
acquainted, have exercised their powers 
without being called into question in any 
matter. No charge of misconduct of any 
kind has been brought against 
that body, and I think it would be 
intolerable for the Government to take 
advantage of the present Bill to put addi- 
tional fetters upon the powers now exer- 
cised by the Corporation of Dublin. The 
same thing might be said of other Cor- 
porations, and I hope the Government 
will accept my Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It will be 
impossible for the Government to accept 
an Amendment of this kind. I do not 
see how it will come in at the end of this 
clause. 


Mr. CLANCY: All through this Bill, 
in regard to these new councils, it is pro- 
vided, in almost every case, that before 
anything can be done the Lord Lieu- 
tenant or the Local Government Board 
must give consent or approval. In 
respect of most of these matters, so far 
as I can find out, in which the Local 
Government Board and the Lord Lieu- 
tenant will be brought in to interfere with 
the working of the ordinary county coun- 
cils, the corporations are at present 
absolutely free. I do not think the 
Local Government Board effectively inter- 
feres with the Corporation of Dublin at 
present, except in the matter of auditing 
their accounts. My object in moving my 


Amendment is to secure for corporations 
in the future the freedom from executive 
control which they have enjoyed up to 
the present, and enjoyed, I maintain, 
without any disadvantage to the public 
and with great advantage to the work- 
ing of their own concerns. 


This freedom 
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should be conserved to them, and not 


taken away by a side wind. Perhaps 
my Amendment is not in the proper 
place, but if the right honourable Gentle- 
man admits the principle of it, then I 
shall be prepared to move it as a new 
clause later on. 


Mr. BALFOUR said he could not ask 
the Government to accept this general 
Amendment. He suggested that the 
honourable and learned Member should 
move, in each case where he thought the 
approval or the consent of the Local 
Government Board or the Lord Lieu- 
tenant should not be necessary, an 
Amendment to the effect that this pro- 
vision should not apply to that borough. 


Mr. CLANCY: The right honourable 
Gentleman has suggested a course which 
will prove injurious to this Bill, as it will 
involve the dotting all over the Bill of 
fresh Amendments. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is impos- 
sible for the Government to do other 
than judge each case by itself. 

Mr. CLANCY: I withdraw my Amend- 


ment for the present. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, and 
clause 17 egreed to. 


Cuavuse 18. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, lines 4 and 5, leave out ‘urban 
district,’ and insert ‘town.’”—(Mr. JT. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: He thought the 
Government had selected a very clumsy 
phrase. “Town” was a good old word, 
and ought to be retained. 

Mr. ATKINSON said the term “ urban 
district” was used all through the English 
Act. 

Mr. KNOX: I do not think the term 
“urban district” is an improvement. 
There is no real reason why townships 
should be abolished. Although there are 
no particularly sweet associations con- 
nected with the townships around Dublin, 
the word is still a good word, and has 
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excellent associations in other hemi- 
spheres. 


Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): What 
will become of the Town Commissioners 
if thig clause passes! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: They will 


become urban district councillors. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The English lan- 
guage is being Latined and Greeked to 
an extraordinary degree. I withdraw 
my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 7, after ‘borough,’ insert ‘or 
town.’’”—(Mr. Jordan.) 


*Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): This 
section of the clause provides that 
all urban sanitary authorities shall be 
called urban district councils, and their 
districts shall be called urban districts, 
but that nothing in the section shall alter 
the style or title of the corporation or 
council of a borough. What are we to 
understand by the definition of the word 
“borough”? Does it include such a place 
as the one I am going to refer to? In 
1870 the Town Commissioners of Ennis- 
killen got a private Act through this 
House at great cost and inconvenience, 
Clause 5 of which enacts that— 

“The Commissioners appointed and autho- 
rised under and by virtue of the former 
Acts, and their successors from time to time 
appointed and authorised under and by virtue 
of the former Acts, and this Act, shall be a 
body corporate by the name of the ‘Commis- 
sioners of the Borough of Enniskillen,’ and by 
that name shall have perpetual succession, and 
a common seal, with power to purchase, take, 
hold, and dispose of lands and other property 
for the purposes of this Act, and the former 
Acts, and shall be the Commissions for carrying 
this Act into execution.” 


I want to know if the term “borough” 
includes such a case as that. If it in- 
cludes such a case as that, it is all right. 
If it excludes such a case as that, it is all 
wrong. The object of my Amendment is 
to provide that nothing in the section 
shall alter the style or title of ancient 
towns like Enniskillen, of whose rights 
and privileges I am extremely jealous. 
I do not think it would be fair, Mr. 
Lowther, that an ancient township like 


Mr. Knoz. 
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ours, having obtained, at great cost, a 
special Act, should come within the scope 
of this section, and have given to it a 
name which is strange and which we know 
nothing about. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The section as it 
stands will in no way affect the style or 
title of towns like Enniskillen. 

*Mr. JORDAN: Will we have the right 


to use one common seal? 


Mr. ATKINSON: 


common seals. 


*Mr. JORDAN: We have two seals, as 
a matter of fact. I withdraw my Amend- 
ment. 


Certainly, two 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 9, line 18, after ‘1892,’ insert ‘or,. 
where the Local Government Board think fit, 
a combination of such electoral divisions. 


“Page 9, line 19, leave out from ‘ wards,’ to 
‘each,’ in line 20.” 


“Page 9, lines 20 and 21; leave out, 
combination.’ ” 


‘or 


“Page 9, line 21, at end, add— 


“Provided that each such ward or combina- 
tion, being a district electoral division, shall 
be subject to alteration by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in the same manner as a poor law 
electoral division.” 


“Page 9, line 29, after ‘ council,’ insert—- 


“(2) In a town being an urban district im 
which the Lighting of Towns (Ireland) Act, 
1828, shall be in force, the said Act shall 
from and after the first election of the council 
after the passing of this Act be no longer in 
force, and instead thereof the Towns Improve- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1854 (as amended by this 
or any other Act), shall be in force in the said 
town in like manner as if the last mentioned 
Act had been adopted in the said town in 
manner provided therein.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY said that this Amend- 
ment appeared to him to compel 
the Local Government Board to accept 
the existing unit of electoral division 
with the proviso that it had power 
to divide the electoral division. There 
was a special enactment that a poor law 
division would be called a district divi- 
sion. It, therefore, prohibited a formal 
combination of these district electoral 
divisions. The honourable Member, whe 
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was very indistinctly heard, was under- 
stood that, according to the Chief Secre- 
tary’s arguments, his Amendment was 
required. 


The first part of the Amendment was 
agreed to. 


On the second part the honourable 
Member was understood to say that, as 
the law stood, the Local Government 
Board had power to alter the electoral 
divisions. As the clause stood, it con- 
stituted a ward as it existed at the 
moment of the passing of the Act, and 
he apprehended that, while the Local 
Government Board had power to alter 
an ordinary division, a ward was stereo- 
typed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 
stood to say that he would not object 
te the Amendment. 


*Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I should 
like to ask the Chief Secretary how 
this Amendment, if carried, would affect a 
town like Sligo? It is not a county 
borough; it will be an urban district, 
and I should like to know if the Local 
Government Board would have power to 
rearrange the boundaries of a town such 
as Sligo! If so, I would oppose it. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I will move 
the Amendment, not really as a question 
of compulsion, but to call attention to 
the fact that, if the clause stood in its 
existing form, there would be two— 
[remainder of sentence not heard.] 1 
quite agree that there is something 
in the point made by my honourable 
Friend below me [Mr. M‘Hugh], and I 
propose, in view of what he has said, if 
thé Government will consider the ques- 
tion, to withdraw the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 
stood to assent to Mr. Healy’s proposi- 
tion. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put— 


“That the clause as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Clause agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 27, after ‘roll,’ insert— 


“ And the provisions made by or in pursuance 
of this Act respecting the qualification and 
mode of election of councillors shall extend as 
well to the aldermen as to the councillors of 
the urban district."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 27, after ‘roll,’ insert— 


“Provided that a person shall not, unless 
otherwise qualified, be entitled to be a 1 cal 
government elector of an urban district u 
registered in the Parliamentary register of 
electors for such district in respect of a quali- 
fication as a freeman.” 


‘“Provided that a person shall not be 
entitled to be a local government elector of 
an urban district if registered in any year in 
the Parliamentary register of electors in respect 
of the county or borough occupation franchise 
within the meaning of the Registration of the 
People Act, 1884, unless such person shall 
have resided within, or within sevea mules 
of, the urban district during six months 
immediately preceding the 20th day of July 
in such year.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 27, after ‘by,’ insert ‘ section 
2, sub-section 2.’”"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the clause as it 
stood was wide. Section 2 said that the 
councillors 
“shall hold office for a term of three years, 


and shall then retire together, and their places 
shall be filled by a new election.” 


That was the change which he thought it 
was intended to effect, and if any other 
change was intended he thought it ought 
to be set out on the face of the Bill. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I think the 
universal opinion was that these council- 
lors were to be elected for three years. 
I understood the district council was to 
retain office for three years, and that 
there waa to be no ad interim election. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: My Amendment is 
intended to effect a change, to have the 
urban and rural districts to stand on the 
same basis. I would suggest that there 
should be a hard and fast rule. 


*Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I am unable to 
understand the proposals of the Chief 
Secretary in regard to the election of 
urban district councillors. He has stated 
that urban district councils will be elected 
under the new Act as they are elected at 
the present time, with this difference, 
that they will be elected under a new 
franchise. I should like to ask the Chief 
Secretary what will take place under this 
Act next year with regard to urban 
districts? 


*Lorp EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wilts, Cricklade): I think local feeling 
is agreed that uniformity should be ad- 
hered to, and that all the members should 
retire together at the end of three 


years. The reason I speak on behalf of 
that is that you get much greater 


interest in an election and much greater 
interest in public affairs when all the 
members retire at the same time, and if 
that is the case you afterwards get a 
period of three years during which busi- 
ness will be done free from the turmoil 
of election. I don’t believe there is any 
advantage to be: gained by an annual 
election. I hold that the old popular 
doctrine is the right one, the doctrine 
under which we ourselves are elected to 
this House. Then there is also the argu- 
ment from economy. I hope the Chief 
Secretary will accept the proposals that 
have been made for having a uniform 


period. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My own 


opinion is in favour of triennial elections. 
I do not venture to go the same length 
as regards towns and boroughs as honour- 
able Gentlemen for Ireland have done, 
but if it appears to be the general 
opinion, I shall be only too glad to 
accept the Amendment. 


AN HONOURABLE MemsBer: There is no 
doubt about it. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
I hope that in the interval before Re- 
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port stage is reached the right honour- 
able Gentleman will look into the matter 
a little more deeply. My experience, as 


chairman of an inquiry held 
into this subject, is that much 
diversity of opinion prevails. One 


set of witnesses, officially representing 
municipal corporations in England and 
Wales, were unanimous in the view that 
it was impossible to conduct elections in 
a smooth, orderly, and popular manner, 
except under the system of a third 
going out every three years. Repre 
sentatives of the county council were 
clear that the only way to secure true 
representation was by the whole body 
going out ievery three years. Repre 
sentatives of the city of London were 
clearly of the opinion that to get rid of 
political issues involved in borough elec- 
tions, the whole of the representatives 
of a town should be changed annually. 
I think my right honourable Friend will 
find that with the varying circumstances 
and conditions of towns great diversity 
of opinion will arise. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think if the right 
honourable Gentleman had pursued his 
investigations to harbour boards he would 
find a general feeling that they should 
not go out at all. However, he has 
given a satisfactory assurance, and I am 
quite sure he will bring good judgment 
to bear on the question. Therefore, I 
will withdraw my Amendment. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I in favour 
of a third of the county council going 
out every year. This Bill has been 
brought forward on the basis of exist- 
ing arrangements. Local authorities 
have had no warning that this change 
should be made, and certainly I would 
say that if the whole system of election 
is to be revolutionised it would be only 
fair to existing bodies to give them ar 
opportunity of expressing their opinions 
before this great change is made. The 
system has worked well so far as I 
know. [Cries of “No.”| I am only 
expressing my own opinion. It has to 
be said that every local body has con- 
sidered this Bill. They have gone into 
it and not one of them has asked that 
the new system should be substituted for 
the old. I hope the Government will 
stick to their proposals. 


am 











we 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: T shall 
endeavour to ascertain the feelings of the 
towns in Ireland on this clause. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.) said with 
regard to these annual elections, so far 
as he was concerned he would be 
very sorry to see them take place. 
He believed that annual elections would 
cause a great deal of ill-feeling in certain 
constituencies from time to time, and the 
fewer elections in these constituencies the 
better. If the right honourable Gentle 
man were to take a vote he would find 
that the people would not be anxious to 
have an election every year. It would) 
cost considerable expense for printing 
and a lot of trouble, and he thoroughly 
agreed with the opinion of the noble 
Lord who had spoken that it would be 
better to give the new council at least 
three years’ trial. He hoped the right 
honourable Gentleman would take steps 
to ascertain the views of the electors of 
urban districts, and if that were done 
he thought he would find that the 
majority would be in favour of having 
the elections every three years. It 
seemed to him strange that a guardian 
or a councillor for a rural district should 
be elected every three years, and that 
a guardian for an urban district had to 
stand for election every year; and the 
urban district councillor had to perform 
precisely the same duties as the rural 
councillor. He thought the right honour- 
able Gentleman would see that this was 
rather contradictory, and he hoped he 
would yield to the majority of the Mem- 
bers for Ireland and say that the urban 
elections should take place only every 
ilree years, as in rural districts. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 29, insert at end— 


“Provided that where one-third of the coun- 
cillors of any such district are elected annually, 
the Local Government Board, on request made 
by a resolution of the council passed by two- 
thirds of the members voting on such resolu- 
tion, may, by order, apply to the district the 
provisions of this Act with respect to the 
duration of office of county councillors, and 
make such incidental provisions as appear to 
the board necessary or expedient for bringing 


{11 May 1898} 








(Jreland) Bill. 1018 


such application into full effect, and, in parti- 
cular, in the case of a borough, for making the 
triennial election of councillors coincide with 
the triennial election of aldermen.”—(M-. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


*Mr. P. A. MHUGH: I desire to point 

out to the right honourable Gentleman 
that by adopting this Amendment he 
would prejudge the very question they 
were discussing. He thought it would 
be well that they should postpone the 
consideration of this clause to the Report 
stage. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.) said he hoped that the Chief Secretary 
would postnone this clause, inasmuch as it 
was impossible for the Committee to know 
what would be the law in relation to this 
matter. The whole section was in a 
most nebulous state, and unless the 
whole matter was postponed until the 
Report stage the Committee would be 
groping in darkness. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR suggested 
that this Amendment should be passed, 
because it would correspond to the 
Amendment already passed in respect to 
county boroughs. The matter could be 
reopened at a later stage. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 29, after ‘council’ insert— 


“And the chairman of any such urban 
council while in office shall be a Justice of 
the Peace for the urban district, in the manner 
provided by Section 3, Sub-section 2, in rela- 
tion to chairmen of county councils.”—(Mr. 
Macaleese.) 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) 
said the Bill simply provided that 
during their year of office the chairmen 
of urban councils should be ez-officio 
justices of the peace, like the chairmen 
of county councils, and he ventured to 
express the hope that the Chief Secre- 
tary would accept the Amendment. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) said 
he desired to join with his honourable 
Friend in expressing the hope that the 
right honourable Gentleman in charge of 
this Bill would consent to this 
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Amendment. As he was aware, this Bill 
conferred little or no benefit upon the 
urban districts in Ireland, and he would 
therefore venture to hope that he would 
take this particular opportunity of grant- 
ing this small privilege to the urban 
councils. He had reason to know that 
the urban councils in Ireland would view 
this concession with satisfaction, and he 
therefore sincerely hoped that the right 
honourable Gentleman would give this 
concession to the urban district councils. 


Sir T. G. ESMONDE said a number 
of towns which had mayors in Ireland 
would to some extent be wiped out under 
this Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said _ that 
when the mayor of a town was an ez- 
officio justice of the peace he would still 
continue to be a magistrate after the 
passing of this Bill. Perhaps he should 
not be out of order in referring to a 
clause later down in the Bill, making 
chairmen of district councils justices of 
the peace. ‘The conclusion at 
by the Government was that some of the 
councils would be so small that it would 
be undesirable. He would suggest to 
the Committee that where an urban or 
rural district consisted of more than a 
certain population, say 5,000 at the last 
census, chairman should be an ez- 
officio justice of the county. 


arrived 


its 


Mr. DILLON said he was very glad 
that the Chief Secretary had made up 
his mind to make some sort of concession 
on the point. But he put it to him, was 
it worth while to make this reservation 
for the sake of a few small councils! 
No such limitations were to be found in 
the English Act, every chairman of a 
rural district council being an ex-officio 
county magistrate. He did not know 
what he had based his calculations upon, 
but he thought it was hardly worth while 
for the sake of a very few men, to mak2 
an invidious distinction of that kind. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL said he 
hoped the right honourable Gentleman, 
in bringing forward this Amendment, 
would also provide for the precedence 
Captain Donelan. 
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which the chairmen of urban coun- 
cils are to hold. At present there 
was a very burning question in 
Ireland as between the lieutenant of 
the county and the mayor of the 
borough of Wexford as to who should 
take the chair at the petty sessions, 
Some of the highest legal authorities in 
Ireland had given diametrically opposite 
opinions as to which had the right. It 
was impossible to balance or weigh one 
of those opinions against the other, be- 
cause both came from such very high 
authority that it would be presumptior 
for anyone to try and determine which 
was right. Now, as they were legislat- 
ing on this subject it was very desirable 
that this knotty question should be 
decided once and for all, and that they 
should not have a recurrence of the 
rather unbecoming scenes which had 
taken place in the petty sessions court 
at Wexford. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the offer of his 
right honourable Friend was much larger 
than what was asked for by the mover 
of the Amendment. That offer was that 
the chairman of every urban district con- 
taining a population within a certain 
limit should be a justice of the peace for 
the county. The question of precedence 
could not arise. There was no intention 
to create a number of Wexfords by this 
procedure. He thought it was hardly 
wise in towns containing a povulation of 
1,500 or less than 2,000 inhabitants to 
appoint the chairman of town commis- 
sioners. 


Mr. DILLON said he only wanted to 
say one word. If the Government ad- 
hered to the population iimit, 5,000 
would be too high. They must remem- 
ber what the character of Irish towns 
was. A town with a population of 3,000 
was a very important town in Ireland, 
and. very often. a very ancient town. 


Mr. M. HEALY said he agreed 
that there were a great many towns 
which would be affected by the proposed 
limitation. He believed the 5,000 limit 
would shut out nine-tenths of the rural 
centres from the privilege which the 


right honourable Gentleman proposed 
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to confer upon them. He hoped, if the 
right honourable Gentleman adhered to 
his limit at all—which, he thought, was 
rather a doubtful matter—he would cer- 
tainly make it much lower. There was 
also the question of the appointment of 
magistrates. The law as it stood was in 
a most objectionable condition. In his 
judgment it would be much better to have 
no power of appointing magistrates at 
all than to have the existing law, throw- 
ing the invidious procedure of election 
on the Lord Chancellor. They all knew 
what a Lord Chancellor usually did. He 
wrote making inquiries as to the politics 
of the town commissioners, and, having 
obtained those particulars, made his 
appointment accordingly. That was most 
objectionable. It would be much better, 
in his judgment, that no town commis- 
sioner should be a wagistrate than that 
there should be that offensive process of 
selection, the result of which had been 
that there had been constant conflicts 
between the towns and the executive 
government over this absurd arranee- 
ment. If the Government do not make 
all these urban chairmen county magis- 
trates, they should certainly amend the 
clause of the Act of 1854, so as to pro 
vide that the chairmen should, at any 
rate, be urban magistrates. j 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said the 
refusal of the Government to accept the 
Amendiient would hit the small sowna 
very hard. The question of town courts 
was an important one. He happened to 
live in a town where the Lord Chancellor 
refused to act under the rights conferred 
by the Act of 1854, and appoint a town 
magistrate. The Act of 1834 dealt with 
a number of offences, such as obstruc- 
tions, and disturbances in the streets, and 
a number of other petty offences, and the 
result of the Lord Chancellor’s attitude 
was that no town court could be held. 
He thought that if the Government 
refused this small concession they would 
be practically wiping out the rights of 
small towns in regard to town courts. As 
to the population limit, he certaiuly 
thought 5,000 was too high. In tho 
county of Leitrim, which he represented, 
there was not a single town with a popa- 
lation of 5,000, and in the adjoining 
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county of Roscommon, and also in a 
neighbouring county, it was the same. He 
thought that if the Chief Secretary 
looked into this small point—it was not 
a very big concession that they were ask- 
ing for—he would see his way at least to 
provide that they should have town magis- 
trates and town courts, as they had had 
in the past. 


Mr. SMITH BARRY (Huntingdon, S.) 
said he sincerely hoped his right honour- 
able Friend would very carefully consider 
the matter before he increased the number 
of magistrates in Ireland at all. In his 
opinion it was high time that the unpaid 
magistrates should be swept away alto- 
gether, and that they should have 
nothing but paid magistrates. He did 
not care whether the unpaid magistrates 
were of the landlord class, or of those who 
had been appointed for political reasons ; 
but from top to bottom they had ceased 
to be able to exercise that control, and 
to command that respect and in- 
fluence, which magistrates should enjoy. 
I sincerely hope that, instead of increas- 
ing the number, he will do all he can 
to restrict, rather than increase, the 
number of that body. 


Mr. D. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): I 
understood from the Attorney General 
that when this Bill was introduced it was 
intended to be a popular Measure. Now, 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Attorney General is aware of the fact 
that some years ago a late Member of 
this House, and a man who was looked 
upon in this House as a Member of 
exceptional ability, was the chairman of 
the tcwn commissioners in his nitive 
town in the west of Ireland. He will 
remember that the Lord Chancellor 
refused to appoint him as a magistrate 
under the Town Improvements Act, and 
the result was that this body of town 
commissioners had no magistrate at all, 
because their chairman, who was the 
most capable man in that body, was 
refused appointment by the Lord Chan- 
cellor. Consequently, the town commis- 
sioners refused to send the name of any 
other gentleman. I want to know from 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland whether 
he wants to put an end to such anomalies 
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as that, and prevent their existence in 
the future, and whether he wishes this 
Bill, when it comes into operation in 
Ireland, to run smoothly, and to be a 
really popular Measure, or does he not 
wish this? There is nothing to my 
mind more likely to create friction 
between the urban authority and Dublin 
Castle officials than the fact that the 
chairmen of these bodies will b> 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor, who 
has the option of refusing to 
appoint the chairman of town com- 
missioners because of his religious 
views or his political opinions. As 
the honourable Member for Cork 
said, the fact that he is made chairman 
by the town commissioners is proof posi- 
tive that in the opinion of that body 
he is a fit and proper person, and the 
ablest man for that position. I would, 
therefore, strongly urge upon the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, if he has the inten- 
tion of making this Bill run smoothly 
in Ireland, to adopt the suggestion made 
by the mover of this Amendment. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I only wish to echo the senti- 
ments which have fallen from my right 
honourable Friend the Member for 
South Hunts, that we should b> 
extremely cautious in what we do to 
prop up a system which has long ago 
ceased to be the best for Ireland. The 
views put forward by my right honour- 
able Friend are correct, and it will be 
far wiser to prepare the way in Ireland 
by abolishing local magistrates alto- 
gether as early as possible. We have 
come to this point: that men are chosen, 
not because they are known to be inde- 
pendent men, but because they are 
pliable, and because they are popularity 
hunters. I think that of all the disas- 
trous things that can happen to Ireland, 
or to any country, the most disastrous is 
that your magistracy, which has to 
administer the laws of the country, shall 
be popularity hunters. I doubt whether 
the fact of adding new duties to the 
office of chairman is a wise step at all, 
for I think it will throw into contempt 
both the county council and the district 
council, and will be an additional induce- 
ment to tamper with justice. Ifa 


Mr. Kilbride. 
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man whose election is coming has 
a seat on the bench, that is a state of 
things likely to tamper with justice. I 
entirely share the opinion of my right 
honourable Friend, and I hope the 
Government will be exceedingly cautious 
in vhat they do. I should like to ask 
what is the need of this Amendment? 
I fail to follow exactly what the sugzes- 
tion of my right honourable Friend the 
Chief Secretary is. Does his suggestion 
go any further than urban councils? 
Is his proposal something of this 
kind: that every person who is made 
a chairman of an urban district council 
will be a county magistrate if the 
population is not less than 5,000? 
Is that the proposition? I[ merely put 
the point because in some cases you will 
have too many magistrates. I uite 
admit that in a district where the num- 
ber of magistrates is really insufficient 
for the duties of the bench, then. I 


think. that the elected chairman 
might be a fit and proper person 
to be made a magistrate for the 
think, that the elected chairman 
might be a fit and proper person 


every man who has been elected to the 
position of chairman is a very great 
mistake. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We _ have 
just listened to two very remarkable 
speeches, and their remarkableness con- 
sists in this: that two honourable 
Baronets have suggested the abolition of 
the Irish magistrates, and they do so for 
the first time upon a Bill that abolishes 
the functions of magistrates as ¢r-officio 
guardians. 


*Sr JOHN COLOMB: I have advocated 
it for 20 years. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This is the 
first time I have heard any gentleman 
belonging to the landed class advocate 
the abolition of rural magistrates, and I 
have been in this House for the last 15 
years. But the moment a Bill is brought 
in which does away with the power of 
jobbery by the abolition of ez-officio 
guardians, at that moment the honour- 
able Baronet comes forward and suggests 
that they should be abolished ; and I will 
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only say that the honourable Baronet 
himself and the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for South Hunts may 
at least take some comfort in the fact 
that “in death they are not divided.” I 
should like to give the House one or two 
illustrations of the right honourable 
Baronet’s and the right honourable Gen- 
tleman’s consistency. They are now 
anxious to keep in with the people and 
do their share of the county work by 
coming forward on these county councils. 
Now, I should like to see them take their 
share in the work of these bodies, but 
do they suppose that they are promoting 
their popularity by these suggestions? 
The moment you propose a Bill to abolish 
ex-officio powers, then the right honour- 
able Gentleman and the honourable 
Baronet say that these magistrates are no 
longer necessary. If they had said that 
some time ago I could have agreed with 
them, but now they have become more 
or less harmless, and they will have to 
seek election at the hands of the people 
for public office. I am not at all sure 
that these gentlemen will find this Bill 
a great sweefener to their dispositions. 


*Mr. W. JOHNSTON : 


beg to 


I respectfully 
myself from the 
opinions expressed by my honourable 
Friends. I am an Irishman, representing 
an Irish constituency—not an Irishman 
representing an English constituency. 
Now I do not desire to see any 
curtailment of the honours bestowed 
on my countrymen, and I certainly 
do not wish to see them deprived 
of the commission of the peace 
which so many of them have exercised 
conscientiously and with great ability. 
Now, I speak more freely on this point 
because I am not a magistrate myself, but 
I do speak definitely upon this particular 
Amendment before the Committee. The 
Chief Secretary will, no doubt, give it the 
consideration which the whole subject 
deserves. 


dissociate 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): My general 
experience in the county of Kerry 
of magistrates as ez-officio members 
of boards of guardians is that they are 
prepared at all times to do any sort of 
a “job” on behalf of their friends. My 
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principal object, however, in rising is to 
ask the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland in what posi- 
tion will townships be placed with a 
smaller population than 5,000? In the 
county of Kerry, for example, we should 
only be entitled to one magistrate 
under the clause as it stands. Under 
the arrangement as proposed by the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, in Kerry, we are entitled 
to one magistrate, and for these 
reasons I would ask the Chief Secretary 
to take into consideration the condition 
especially of those counties which have 
only one town—and possibly in many 
cases not more than two towns—having 
a population of over 5,000. In my 
county we have not a township that 
reaches 5,000 people. In Listowel we 
have not even a magistrate on the town 
commissioners. We have not a single 
magistrate appointed under the Town 
Commissioners’ Jurisdiction Act, and 
therefore I would press on the Chief 
Secretary the necessity of taking into 
consideration the question of reducing the 
limit, which he has set at 5,000, to, at alk 
events, 2,000 or 2,500. 


1026. 


*Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) = 
The honourable Member for Yarmouth 
appears to have a fear of popular magis- 
trates; it seems to me that he 
prefers very much to have unpopular 
magistrates. Now that is just the class 
of magistrate that we have in Ireland, 
and have had for a long time, and 
that is one of the reasons why 
the people have no confidence in them. 
The honourable Member who has just 
spoken objects that the men who want 
these positions, and would strain every 
nerve to attain them, would be popw 
larity hunters for political purposes, but 
apparently he has no objection to there 
being hunters in Dublin Castle, and 
creepers up the back stairs of that some- 
what too famous institution. I think that 
the men who wou'<, under this proposal, 
be elected would aold a position which 
would entitle them to accept and fulfit 
the position of magistrates, and that 
they would be worthy of the position 
and dignity conferred upon them. I do 
not think that the Irish electors would 
put into that position men who were 
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unworthy to hold the office, however 
much they aspired to the position, and 
whatever steps they took to attain it. 
Why should the people do otherwise than 
elect upright and impartial men to the 
amagistracy? To say that because of his 
political opinions they would elect a 
aman unfitted for the position is absurd. 


That argument is not tenable. I 
support this proposition. I think it 
is in the interest of this Measure, 
in the interest of good government, 


and in the interest of the country, not 
to be alarmed or apprehensive with re- 
gard to a little reform of this character, 
‘ut to show some degree of trust in the 
people, and to show that you believe | 
that in their own sense of the fitness of 
things, they will be able to look after 
and take care of their own interests. 





Dr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): I 
mot think that it is worth while or that | 
‘very much will be gained by continuing | 
‘the discussion in regard to this matter | 


do | 


any longer.- I have long been of opinion | 
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tion of the lieutenants and vice lieu. 
tenants of the counties. I believe under 
this Bill the county councils will have 
the power—and exercise it—of sending up 
from time to time to the Lord Chancellor 
the names of fit and proper persons to 
serve upon the magistracy, and that, if 
those names are so sent up, the Lord 
Chancellor will accept them, and appoint. 


Mr. DILLON: Not at all. 
sarily. 


Not neces- 


Dr. RENTOUL: This Amendment js 


| not of much consequence, because the ap- 


pointment of the magistrates will not be 
confined merely to the chairmen of the 
district councils or county councils, and 
if they send up the name of a proper 
man he will be appointed. 


Mr. HEALY: What do you mean by 


“proper”? There is not any such pro- 
vision in the Bill. 


Dr. RENTOUL: I know there is not, 


that the appointment of the magistrates | but neither is there any provision that 
should be largely in the hands of the|the county councils shall not send up 
county councils. At the present time|names. The Lord Chancellor may, of 
the magistrates are appointed by the Lord ‘his own motion, appoint anybody with- 
Chancellor upon the recommendation of|out any nomination whatever, and it 
|seems to me a very strange thing if the 


the lord lieutenant and the vice liev- 





tenants of the county divisions, and the 
reason why the Lord Chancellor acts upon 
‘the advice of those gentlemen is that he| 
‘being in Dublin three-fourths of his time | 


| 


‘does not know anything as to the quali- 
fications of the nominee for the position. | 


While the grand jury was in vogue there 


was no one who was more likely to| 
‘know the qualifications of the gentleman | 
nominated for the office than the! 
lieutenants and vice lieutenants of the 
counties, but now under this Bill the 
whole condition of things will be 
changed. It will be the county councils 
who will practically know the qualifica- 
tions and the fitness of the various men 
in the various districts, and they should, 
in my opinion, nominate. It is in the 
‘power of the Lord Chancellor to appoint 
a man to the magistracy on the nomina- 
‘tion of anybody, and, for the matter of 
that, upon no nomination at all; but he 
is in the habit of waiting for the nomina- 


county councils send up the name of a 
proper person where there is need of a 
magistrate in the district, that the Lord 
Chancellor should pass him over. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
that the honourable Gentleman is under 
some misapprehension. I have already 
said what we had in contemplation in 
regard to the magistracy and the chair- 
men of district I think 
this is a very inconvenient way of dis 
cussing this question, and we might be 
able to discuss it much better upo 
Clause 20. The Amendment which the 
honourable Gentleman has put upon the 
Paper would not confer any further 
powers upon the members of the urban 
and district councils than they possess at 
present. But, apart from that, I have 
already promised to consider the ques 
tion, and at the present time I trust the 
Amendment will be withdrawn. 


councils. 





Mr. T. D. Sullivan. 
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Mr. MACALEESE: I trust the right 


konourable Gentleman will give some 
further consideration to this matter. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Mr. SMITH BARRY: I think I have 
an Amendment, not upon the Paper, to 
leave out line 32 and line 33. It is 
virtually the same Amendment which 
was brought up in connection with the 
parish councils. We had a discussion 
upon the same matter the other day with 
regard to the election of parish councils, 
and the right honourable Gentleman. the 
Chief Secretary said he would consider 
the matter before it came to the Report 
stage. I bring up the Amendment upon 
the district councils, because, whatever 
may be said of it with regard to parish 
councils, there is a very much stronger 
case with regard to the district councils. 
Now, on the board of guardians there 
are sO many ex-officio members in each 
electoral division, an elected member, 
and an ez-officio member. In many cases 
there are two members sitting for each 
division. With regard to county councils 
there are new constituencies altogether, 
with regard to parish unions there are 
not. As regards the electoral divisions, 
I think the old poor law guardian would 
be elected by the new electors. He 
would have a prior claim upon the elec- 
tors, and the electors might be very sorry 
and extremely loath. to get rid of a man 
who had actually been serving them for 
so many years. I do not wish to make a 
long speech upon the subject ; it is a very 
simple Amendment, but is specially 
worthy of the consideration of the right 
honourable Gentleman, who is going to 
consider the case with regard to the 
county councils, and I do ask, and press 
him. to consider it in this also. 


Mr. DILLON: The argument of the 
right honourable Gentleman, who has 
just sat down. is not convincing. He has 
given us to understand that the work of 
the board of guardians in Ireland has 
been done in the past by a numerous 
body, consisting of elected and ex-officio 
guardians. Now, everybody in Ireland 


knows that nine-tenths of the work has 
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been done by the elected guardians. He 
further says that the present guardians: 
would. in every case. be re-elected. I do 
not think that this is so at all. There 
is no provision in the Bill for this pur- 
pose. There is a provision for district. 
councils, who will act as guardians, and 
in view of the great changes made in the 
elections, and the methods of carrying 
them out, the right honourable Gentle- 
man is not entitled to express any 
opinion as to the probable result of them. 
They will be on entirely different lines, 
the whole system will be altered, and 
every precaution is taken by the Bill that 
the will of the people shall be fairly and 
fully expressed by the people of the dis- 
tricts. I think the same argument was 
used against the proposal to have two 
members for each county council dis- 
trict. Is it to be supposed that the elec- 
tors of a division, who hold certaim 
views, will deliberately take care to: 
elect one man to express those views, 
and another man to oppose them? If his 
idea is simply to double the number of 
guardians, that can be done by altering 
the districts, but this is a grotesque idea 
which he has that he is going to balance 
the opinion of the majority with the 
opinions of the minority. 


Dr. RENTOUL: The honourable 
Gentleman has just alluded to this as m 
grotesque idea, and so it is. We have 
had the same discussion before on the 
county councils, and the matter has been 
thoroughly thrashed out, and, in my 
opinion, there was no argument deduced 
in favour of two men being elected for 
one constituency. I think nothing more 
idle ever entered into the minds of mer: 
than to think that men will deliberately 
elect a second candidate to disfranchise 
themselves. That is what this will come 
to when we have two men representing 
one constituency, and two men going 
into opposite lobbies upon all great ques- 
tions. We had a similar thing happen 
on the London County Council, and it 
came at last to a general pair, the two 
members stayed away because it was too 
farcical to see them come, time after 
time, and vote against each other in 
almost every case. There is another 
objection to this system of joint 
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candidates, and that is that you are 
always responsible for the failings of the 
other man. That is to say, the two joint 
candidates shall be of the same opinion. 
Supposing one of the candidates is a 
foolish man and breaks the law in some 
way, his companion is held to be liable 
for his debts, and, therefore, the man 
who has tried to conduct his own election 
in the most careful manner, finds his 
election upset simply through the folly of 
the man who happens to be associated with 
him. I know one case myself, where a 
very foolish thing was done; a candi- 
date employed a cabman to take some 
people to the poll for hire, and if there 
had not been a great deal of manipulation 
by which the matter was covered up, the 
other man would now be defending an 
election petition, although one of the 
candidates had conducted his election 
with as much care as possible, and to put 
thousands of people into the difficulty of 
being responsible for the policy of another 
man, would, to my mind, be putting a 
very great burden upon the men who 
are standing for election. Before we are 
to consider this, I should ask that we 
should have some solid argument in its 
favour. In point of fact, I know that 
new and fresh men will have a far better 
chance of election than the sitting mem- 
bers. In my opinion, this proposal of 
the right honourable Gentleman is 
simply ridiculous and unworkable. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: If the right 
honourable Gentleman attaches so much 
importance to this Amendment, why did 
he not put it upon the Paper? Is it 
fair to the Committee at this time of 
day to spring an Amendment like this 
upon it? And the honourable Gentle- 
man is a, Privy Councillor, too! I 
challenge any Member to get up and say 
he understands the proposel which has 
been made. My views are not perhaps 
original, but my views as to this Bill are 
that we should let the whole thing go 
to the House of Lords as it is, and when 
it comes back to us again we shall be able 
to consider the proposal as a whole, and 
we shall know what the landlords want, 
and. when we know that, we shell be 
able to discuss it. I think it would be 
most inconvenient, when the main ques- 
Dr. Rentoul. 
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tion has gone, to report that a gub- 
sidiary question should be put forward 
and our opinion asked upon it. I really 
think, as the Government has resisted 
every subsidiary Amendment that has 
been made, we really ought to find out 
first what the Conservative Party pro- 
posestodo. Does the right honourable 
Gentleman speak for the Conservative 
Party? I am rather inclined to think 
that he does not. My own tendency 
would be to make some provision for the 
territorial classes in Ireland, and I 
should like to do so. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): Give them 


more money? 


Mr. DILLON: I am quite prepared 
and quite willing to give these men upcn 
this Bill any meney which they will get 
under this Bill, and they can have it 
with my cordial approval. I am in 
favour of their having some represen‘a- 
tion on these bodies, but I do not think 
we ought to be asked to at once decide 
the extent of that representation. When 
this Bill comes down from. the House of 
Lords I think it will be proved that 
these gentlemen are perfectly com- 
petent, and know exceedingly well how 
to take care of themselves. 


*Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I wish to make 
another remark upon this matter. Some 
time ago I piloted a Pill through the 
House to enable women to sit as poor 
law guardians in Ireland, and that 
privilege has been very largely taken 
advantage of by them. They now con- 
sider and fear that if this arrangement is 
made, and every district only elects one 
guardian, they would in all proba- 
bility be precluded from sitting as guar- 
dians at all; but if, on the other hand, 
two persons were elected for each dis- 
trict, one might, not unnaturally, be a 
man, and the other a woman. I put it 
to the Committee and to the Chief Secre- 
tary, who, we know, is favourable to 
giving women their proper rights, thet 
some consideration should be given to 
this matter, and that we should see that 
nothing shall be done by this Bill to 
disfranchise the women who now sit and 
work so well upon these boards. 
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Mr. FLYNN: There is just one 
thing I should like to call attention to, 
and that is the language and altered 
tone of the Chief Secretary with regard 
to these Amendments. With regard to 
the scheme of representation on the 
district councils and county councils, the 
best common sense of Ireland is just as 
much against any fanciful scheme of 
territorial representation as are the 
English people. 


It benig Half-past Five of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
report to the House. 


Committee report to sit 


again To-morrow. 


progress ; 


House resumed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL (CONSOLIDATED FUNDS). 


Resolution (10th May) reported. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): In 
view of the very interesting though desul- 
tory Debate which took place upon this 
subject, I wish to state in the briefest 
way the general conclusions on which I 
act in reference to my vote on this ques- 
tion. If we were now dealing with the 
general policy of making subventions to 
local rates out of the central Treasury, 1 
think there would have been a great deal 
to be said against it. My belief is that 
these subventions do not afford the best 
guarantee for economy. My belief is 
that the more directly you can place 
before the taxpayers the proposition that 
he who spends must pay, the more plainly 
you show him not merely that the shoe 
pinches in a general way, but make him 
feel exactly where it pinches, and who 
pinches, the more you will ensure 
economy. My belief, further, is that 
under our system of taxation, however 
much you may disguise or obstruct it, the 
ultimate result of a system of general 
subvention towards local rates is to place 
that subvention upon the general tax- 
payers that it increases the sum of the 
Budget, that it comes in the end from 
the taxes on consumption, the taxes on 


the masses, and that it thus unjustly im- 
poses a burden on them for the relief of 
the local taxes on property. But this is 
not our present situation. That system, 
for good or evil, exists to a very large 
extent, and so long as it does exist we 
are entitled and bound to insist, as repre- 
sentatives from Ireland, that it shall be 
applied to that country to the extent 
to which it is applied to the rest 
of the United Kingdom; and it is 
on that ground that I argue for 
the extension of the agricultural rate 
to Ireland. You are, in fact, extend- 
ing it, and you are doing it in terms, and 
in substance, although not directly 
acknowledging it in Debate, as stated 
by a prominent Member behind the 
Front Bench. To that we hold you. 
You are not on this occasion, in our 
judgment, dealing in any degree with the 
question of any undue and dispropor- 
tionate taxation of the country. If that 
were intended, believing as I do that the 
inevitable tendency will be, in the case 
of land, the value of the product of 
which depends upon foreign competition, 
to give the advantage to the owner, 
whether he be occupier or landlord, [ 
would be reluctant to support it. IL 
believe that even the tenant who pur- 
chases in the future under the Irish Land 
Acts will pay an enhanced price for the 
estate in view of the additional advan- 
tage he will obtain as such purchaser. 
The general result of applying this as 
a mitigation of Irish over-taxation would 
be this: that that over-taxation which is 
on articles of consumption, and not on 
property, is to be said to be mitigated 
by the application of a part of 
the over-taxation of the Irish masses 
in relief of property which is not 
relatively overtaxed. That would be 
aggravation under pretence of miti- 
gation. But on the indicated ground 
I am quite ready to support the claims 
of Irishmen to be treated just as men of 
the same class under like conditions are 
treated in this part of the United King- 
dom. When the clauses are reached various 
serious questions may be raised. It 
is contended that the dealing is not the 
same, but is more favourable to the land- 
lord; and it is contended that the con- 
ditions are not the same, since the con- 


ditions of agricultural distress in Ire- 
land, although we aver, on the whole, 





1035 Local Government (Ireland) {COMMONS} Bill ( Consolidated Funds.) 1036 


more severe than those which are said to 
justify the agricultural rate in England, 
differ in this, that owing to the fixing of 
the rents for a long term by a judicial 
process agricultural distress has operated 
in a different way, and on different classes. 
It has operated much less severely on the 
landlord, and more severely on the tenant 
in Ireland. Therefore, the plan is open 
on that ground, and it is also open on 
other grounds, to grave objections, social, 
economic, and political. But, Sir, I 
agree with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that the discussion must be re- 
served. For my part, I frankly confess 
that my ardour, never very keen, to in- 
tervene in Debates is chilled on this 
occasion by the somewhat frank, if not 
somewhat cynical, admission the Govern- 
ment has made. They have announced 
to their distrustful friends on the other 
side of the House that the price of this 
distribution of the grant is the Bill, 
and they have announced to their 
distrusted opponents on this side of the 
House that the price of the Bill is the 
distribution of the grant. We are told 
by our happier fellow-subjects on this 
island, that they, like Paul, are free- 
born. We may say to them, “See with 
what a great price we must buy this 
freedom.” But, Sir, the Government 
must remember that a bargain must be 
kept, that if it is a case of a bargain 
and sale, and of price and consideration, 
we who are called upon to pay must 
receive the goods, and that any attempts 
made here, and expected, particularly 
by the honofrable Member for North 
Louth to be made more assiduously, and 
with greater effect elsewhere, to fritter 
away the talent of the concession of free- 
dom in return for that price, will be 
strenuously resisted. Sir, turning to the 
other elements of the Resolution, my 
honourable Friend from Mayo very 
rightly and prudently complained of 
the absence of figures with reference to 
this local Budget, and pointed out the 
alarming indication of its inadequacy to 
meet the demands of the future. The 
Chief Secretary, with the candour which 
he generally displays, has acknowledged 
to my honourable Friend a very serious 
error into which he was inadvertently led 
in the figures which he gave yesterday. 
He has admitted that the increase of 
local licences between 1888 and 1897, 
instead of being £44,000, was £15,504), 


Mr. Blake. 





thus that the increase was not 28 per 
cent., but less than nine per cent in 10 
years. That is another proof of the im- 
portance of further and fuller considera- 
tion of the materials available as to the 
statistics, both of this country and of 
Ireland, before we can finally dispose of 
the question of the adequacy of the 
Budget. The only other remark I shall 
make is with reference to the claim some. 
what ostentatiously made of the excep- 
tional generosity of the balancing grant 
of £35,000. It was said that that grant 
was absolutely without consideration. 
This claim to generosity is, even assum- 
ing the figures, quite illusory. You are 
evading the payment of £1,160,000 out 
of the £1,460,000, representing two 
years’ arrears of the agricultural grant, 
which will be due in equity and in justice 
on the principles which were set forth by 
the time this Bill comes into operation, 
You are reserving for future purposes the 
balance of £300,000, and thus a very 
moderate interest on the arrears, which 
you are keeping from Ireland, more than 
pays the £35,000; so that your genero- 
sity consists in agreeing to pay a very 
moderate interest on the principal which 
you hold back from us. That is the 
extent of your generosity. To that I 
feel bound to say we must answer, 
“Thank you for nothing.” 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE (Carnarvon): 
As the question is one of great import- 
ance and means voting three-quarters of 
a million for subsidising the Irish land- 
lords, I think the matter ought to be' 
discussed more fully than it was yester- 
day. It can hardly be discussed in the 
short time before six o’clock, and I move 
that the Debate be adjourned. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber seems to be under the impression 
that this Debate must close at six o’clock. 
That is not the case. It can go on after 
six. 

Mr. LLOYD GEORGE said be would 
persist in his Motion, 

Mr. SPEAKER: Is it seconded? 
There being no seconder, 


The Resolution was agreed to. 


House adjourned at 5.5& 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 12th May 1898. 


Tue LORD- CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at Four of the 
clock. 


NEW PEER. 

WitprauaAmM Baron Egerton having 
been created Viscount SaLForD in the 
county palatine of Lancaster and Earn 
Ecerton or Tarron in the county pala- 
tine of Chester was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILIS. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON). [H.L.] 


Ordered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(BARNES, ETC.). [H.L.] 

Ordered to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SWANSEA GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Commons Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


VOL. LVII. 


[FourrH Series. | 


{12 May 1895} 
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WATERFORD CITY GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Commons Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


Business. 


CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOWTH 
TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


HEYWOOD CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Orders made on the 28th of February 
and Monday last discharged; and Bill 
committed. 


SEAHAM HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Orders made on the 21st of March and 
Monday last discharged; and Bill com- 
mitted. 


YORK UNITED GAS BILL. 
Read the second time, and committed. 


CORPORATION OF LONDON (FOREIGN 
CATTLE MARKET, DEPTFORD) BILL. 
Read the second time, and committed. 


POWELL DUFFRYN STEAM COAL 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time; Amendments 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the Com- 
mons. 


LONDON, CHATHAM AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


2T 
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MILFORD DOCKS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


SELECT COMMITTEE. 

City and Brixton Railway Bill; Great 
Eastern Railway (General Powers) Bill ; 
London, Walthamstow and _ Epping 
Forest Railway Bill; Thanet Gas Bill; 
Knott End Railway Bill; Great Northern 
Railway Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway Bill; Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the following 
Lords be proposed to the House to form 
the Select Committee for the considera- 
tion of the said Bills, viz.— 


. Chesterfield, 
Gainsborough, 

. Churchill, 

. Ormonde (M. Ormonde), 
. Herries (Chairman). 


bt by 


ple Sy 


Agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NEWFOUNDLAND. 


Correspondence relative to a contract 
for the sale of the Government Railway, 
and for other purposes. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MISCELLANEOUS (1898), No. 1. 
Law respecting _ nationality 
naturalisation in Denmark. 


and 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 





Reports, ete. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 


Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2080. 
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Brazil (Rio Grande do Sul 
and Porto Algere) ; 
United States 
York) ; 
2. United 
more) ; 

. Turkey 
Adana) ; 
Portugal (Marmagao) ; 
United States (Chicago) ; 
China (Shashih) ; 
Belgium (Ghent) ; 
Colombia (Panama) ; 

. Portugal (Madeira) ; 





No. 2081. (New 







States (Balti- 






No. (Aleppo and 







No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 


2084. 
2085. 
2086. 
2087. 
2088. 

2089 













Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 







UNIVERSAL. POSTAL UNION. 


Convention of Washington, 15th June 
1897. 







Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 




















INDIA. 

1. Estimate of Revenue and Expendi- 
ture of the Government of India for the 
year 1897-98 ; compared with the results 
of 1896-97. 

2. Finance and Revenue Accounts of 
the Government of India for the year 
1896-97. 

3. Home Accounts of the Government 
of India. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PHARMACY ACTS (IRELAND) 1875 AND 
1890. 
Order in Council, dated 9th May 1898, 
approving of regulations made by the 
Pharmaceutical Society. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 
AMENDING ACTS. 

Scheme for the management of the 
following foundations in parish of St. 
Botolph, Aldgate, partly in the city and 
partly in the county of London— 


1. The parochial schools ; 


2. The Charity of Henry Petter, for 
the charity school in the said 
parish founded by will dated 7th 


November 1735 ; 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. [No. 69.] 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN AT 
SCHOOL (SCOTLAND) BILL. [H.L.] 
*Tun SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BurteicnH): My Lords, 
in presenting this Bill, and asking your 
Lordships to give it a Second Reading, I 
do not think I shall have much difficulty 
in making out a good case for legislation 
upon some such lines as is here pre- 
posed. Under the rules which at present 
exist in Scotland as to school attendance, 
it is matter of common remark, and of as 
common regret, that many of those who 
attend the public elementary schools give 
up attendance at an unduly early age, and 
at a time of their life and after an 
attainment of such a standard that the 
efforts which they have previously made 
and the money which has been spent 
upon them fail to produce any permanent 
effect. I am sure your Lordships will 
agree that any serious inconsistency 
between the statutes compelling school 
attendance and those which regulate 
employment necessarily produces con- 
siderable inconvenience and disadvan- 
tage, and it is part of my case 
that such a discrepancy as I have 


indicated does really exist at the present 
time and is productive of very serious 
evil. My Lords, I need not go through 
all the steps by which the result has been 





attained, but so far as the Education Acts 
at present in force in Scotland are con- 
cerned. the position to which we have 
now got is this: efficient elementary in- 
struction in reading, writing, and arith- 
metic must be provided for every child 
between the ages of 5 and 14. 
No child under 10 can. be taken into 
regular employment as defined by the 
Factory Acts, and in respect of what 
is called “casual employment” can 
only be engaged in the limited amount 
which is prescribed in two sections 
of the Act of 1878. Thirdly, a child 
between 10 and 14 cannot be em- 
ployed half time unless he has passed in 
all the subjects of the Third Standard, 
and cannot be totally exempted from the 
obligation to attend school unless he has 
passed in all the three subjects of Stan- 
dard 5. Now, my Lords, taking the 
figures of the last three or four years, 
and taking them upon the question of 
age, in the first instance we find that 
there were, three years ago, between the 
ages of 11 and 12, 88,000 children in 
attendance in the public elementary 
schools ; in the following year there were, 
between the ages of 12 and 13, only 
68,000 children, and between the ages 
of 13 and 14, only 39,000 chil- 
dren in attendance. Taking it by 
standards, and comparing the  stan- 
dards, which are nearly equivalent to the 
ages which I have just given, I find that 
three years ago there were, in Stan- 
dard 4, 80,000 children; in Standard 5, 
68,000 children; and in Standard 6, 
30,000. These figures abundantly prove 
that both by age and standard a large 
proportion of the population do not ex- 
tend their education beyond the subjects 
which are embraced in Standard 5. 
Now, my Lords, a clever child could quite 
easily pass that standard on reaching the 
age of 12—some of them can pass it 
before—and when they have passed it, 
under the existing state of the law, they 
are entitled to leave school, if they have 
got their labour certificate, although they 
could not be taken into any regular em- 
ployment, and even though they do 
not intend to attempt it. I venture to 
turn aside a moment to say that 
part of the administrative regulations 
which I find in existence at the 
present time seem really to lead 
up to this very result, and actually 
to persuade parents and children that 
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although the Education Acts state that 
children are to stay at school until they 
are 13, they can secure a labour certifi- 
cate at 12, and even sometimes at 11, 
whether they are going into regular em- 
ployment or not. Examinations for 
labour certificates are sometimes held at 
the very time the inspector is present 
to examine the school, and children are 
presented, the circumstances of whose 
parents do not really require that they 
should go to work; and partly from 
a desire on the part of the children 
to leave school, partly from indifference 
so far as the parents are concerned, they 
get a labour certificate, and are thereby 
exempted from attendance at school, 
although they do not require to go to 
work. I propose, by an alteration of the 
regulations, to make a change in that 
respect, and to hold out less induce- 
ment to children to take the labour cer- 
tificate when they really do not require 
it. I venture to think that it is neces- 
sary to pass some such Bill as this in 
order that more stringent regulations 
may be provided. It will be agreed by 
all those who really care about these 
matters that the standard of attainment 
represented by the Fifth Standard of the 
Scotch Code is really the minimum of 
what is likely to be of any use to children 
in after life, and then only of use if it 
is permanently fixed in their minds, and 
if the work which they have done to pass 
that standard is really known by them 
in such a way as to remain permanently 
in their intelligence. Now, my Lords, 
unless the mere “pass” of the Fifth 
Standard is followed by a certain amount 
of further attendance for the purpose of 
revising and confirming the work that 
has already been done, I am afraid many 
of the results attained will not be useful 
to the children in after life. I do not 
say that it is necessary that a child 
should pass the Sixth Standard for this 
purpose, but I do say it is most desirable 
that they should stay some time longer at 
school, if it is possible for them to do so. 
Anything which will serve to prevent 
these children leaving school after 
merely passing the Fifth Standard, who 
do not require for other reasons to leave 
school, should receive the careful con- 
sideration of Parliament and _ those 
interested in education. I put it, not 
only on the ground of education, because 


The Secretary for Scotland. 


{LORDS} 
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I think your Lordships will agree with 
me that education is only one side of the 
advantages which are obtained by 
attendance at school. There is also the 
discipline, which is extremely useful to 
the children ; but, my Lords, the present 
system, as I have endeavoured to explain 
to your Lordships, does not allow chil- 
dren in all cases who have passed the 
Fifth Standard. to go to work, and. there- 
fore, although they may leave school, and 
the law is powerless to prevent them, 
they do not pass from one discipline to 
the other. My Lords, I do not hesitate 
to say that. personally I should like to 
see a minimum age of 13 before which 
children should not leave school to go 
to work, and I should like to extend that 
time to the age of 14, unless the children 
concerned have passed the standard for 
exemption. However, I cordially agree 
that it would be impossible to do that by 
Statute at the present time. I cordially 
agree that in many cases it would be in 
advance of the public opinion of the 
localities concerned, and in the long run 
would not therefore achieve any useful 
result. I know, too, that there are many 
casey in which the small earnings of 
children are necessary to some struggling 
households, but that argument does not 
touch the case of those children who do 
not belong to such households, and who 
get the labour certificate whether they 
really require to go to work 
or not. My Lords, the difficulty 
which I have tried to explain to your 
Lordships is widely felt in Scotland, and 
here I am bound to confess that in this 


matter I think Scotland can learn a 
good deal from England. We some- 


times think, and it is perhaps too much 
thought, in Scotland, that we know a 
great deal more about education than is 
the case south of the Tweed, but I am 
obliged to confess, in regard to this par- 
ticular matter with which my Bill deals, 
that the state of the law is better in 
England than it is in Scotland. In Eng- 
land the standard for exemption from 
labour is settled in different districts 
upon the initiation of the School Board 
of the district, and by means of bye-laws 
approved by the Privy Council. In some 
cases the standard of exemption is fixied 
in England lower than the minimum in 
Scotland, and in others it is very much 
higher. TI find from the Returns of the 
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English Education Department that no 
less than 12,000,000 of the population in 
England are under by-laws, which pro- 
vide that Standard 6 should be the stan- 
dard of exemption for going to work, and 
I understand that quite recently the 
London School Board passed a by-law— 
whether it has been actually confirmed 
or not I am not quite sure—making 
Standard 7 the standard of exemption. 
Now, my Lords, the Bill which I am ask- 
ing your Lordships to read a second 
time does not propose to allow any School 
Boards in Scotland to lower the mini- 
mum which we have had for some years, 
but it does propose to copy the English 
provision, and allow any School Board, 
which thinks it will be in accordance with 
the public opinion of the locality to do 
so, to approach the Scotch Education 
Department and the Privy Council, with 
the view of having a higher standard 
than Standard 5 fixed as the standard for 
obtaining the labour certificate of the 
district. I quite agree that if this 
provision were put into force a consider- 
able discretion would have to be allowed 
to remain with the School Boards. I 
recognise that there are many families, 
unfortunately, who must depend, to a 
large extent, on the earnings of the 
chiidren; but there are two classes 
There are the 
respectable and hard-working poor, who 
do all they can to get their children 
regularly to school ; and there are others 
who, throughout the whole school life of 
their children, take neo real interest in 
their education. I do not think the 
latter are entitled to the same considera- 
tion as those who, from the other cir- 
cumstances which I have endeavoured to 
indicate, really require to depend to 
some extent upon the earnings of the 
children. My Lords, this is an enabling 
Measure ; it does not propose to raise 
the standard in any district compulsorily. 
I believe many districts are ready for 
such a provision, and, indeed, many 
School Boards have, with the full consent 
of those they represent, passed resolu- 
tions in favour of amending the law in 
some such respect as this. I believe it 
is a feeling which will largely grow, and, 
whether this Measure should meet with 


ci such families. 
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the sanction of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment this Session or not, I believe it is 
one which will have #o come, and one 
which will be more and more asked for 
as time goes on. I am hopeful that it 
may pass this Session. At any rate, I 
beg now to ask your Lordships to read 
it a second time. 


Tue EARL or CRANBROOK: May I 
ask my noble Friend whether it is the 
intention under this Bill to give School 
Boards power to distinguish between 
families which are supposed to be en- 
titled to exemption, because they are 
hard-working people, and other families 
which are not to be exempted because 
they are supposed to be of a reckless or 
careless character? If so, it is placing a 
very large judicial power into the hands 
of School Boards which I do not think 
they ought to possess. 


*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND: 
Such a dispensing power, or, at any rate, 
a considerable discretionary power, is 
exercised in all the districts where the 
standard has been raised under the Eng- 
lish system. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time (according to 
order), passed, and sent to the Commons. 


COPYRIGHT BILL. [H.L.] 


The Ear of CrewE named of the Select 
Committee in the place of the Lorp 
FARRER. 


COPYRIGHT (AMENDMENT) BILL. [H.L.] 


The Eart of Crewe named of the Select 
Committee in the place of the Lorp 
FARRER. 


House adjourned at 4.50. 





Private Bill 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 12th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair shortly 
after Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BROMPTON, CHATHAM, AND GILLING- 


HAM WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


IPSWICH DOCK COMMISSION BILL. 
(Queen’s Consent signified); Read the 
third time, and passed. 


LLANELLY AND PONTARDULAIS 
RAILWAY BILL. 
(Queen’s Consent signified); Read the 
third time, and passed. 


LONDON 
RAILWAY 


AND NORTH WESTERN 
(STEAM VESSELS) BILL. 
(H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTHEND WATER BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL. 
(By Order) ; 
and committed. 


tead the second time, 
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GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS biLL. 
Reported ; 
Table. 


Report to lie upon the 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BAKEWELL GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with an Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


HOLMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, without Amendment; Re 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


NORTON AND HALTON ROADS 


[H.L.} 
Reported, without Amendment; Re 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


BILL. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


MARIANAO AND HAVANA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 

printed 


LANARKSHIRE AND DUMBARTCN- 
SHIRE RAILWAY BILL. [H.L 
Reported, without Amendment; Re 
pert to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


Amendments to— 


EDINBURGH AND LEITH CORPORA- 
TIONS GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Without Amendment. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. [H.L.] 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend The Universities 
(Scotland) Act, 1858, and The Universi- 
ties (Scotland) Act, 1889, so as to make 
further provision for Retiring allowances 
of Professors in the University of Aber- 
deen.” 


BLACKPOOL AND FLEETWOOD TRAM- 
ROAD (TRAMWAY EXTENSIONS) BILL 
[H.L.] 

Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to em- 
power the Blackpool and Fleetwood Tram- 
read Company to raise additional capi- 

tal; and for other purposes.” 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL. (H.L.] 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
enable the Belfast Harbour Commis- 
sioners to improve the Victoria Channel, 
and to construct additional docks and 
works at Belfast ; and to confer further 
powers upon the Commissioners ; and for 
other purposes.” 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 211.] 


BLACKPOOL AND FLEETWOOD TRAM- 
ROAD (TRAMWAY EXTENSIONS) BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
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BELFAST HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]; Bill to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Bill, as 
amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Bill to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 


For weekly payment: From Grimsby ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation: From Mor- 
ley ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour: From Stirling, Glasgow, 
Colinson, Leuchars, Maybole, Fraser- 
burgh, Wishaw, Crail, Bo’ness, Falkirk, 
and Hamilton ; to lie upon the Table. 
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GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 


In favour: From New Monkland; to 
lie upon the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


In favour: From Grimsby ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Airdrie, and Linlith- 
gow; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
In favour: From Nottingham ; to lie 


the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 


In favour: From Doncaster; to lie 


upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Stretham, London, 
Sheffield, Ealing Dean, Willingham, Bank 
Head, Stockton-on-Tees, Workington, 
Newark-upon-Trent, Whitburn, Wells, 
Bathgate, Birmingham, Radford, Releath, 
Wookey Hole, Coxley, Nottingham, Pen- 
zance, Ruan Minor, Romsey, Helston, 
Gunwalloe, Cury, Mawgaw in Meneage, 
Constantine, Mullion, The Lizard, Man- 
hay, Falkirk, Sheftield, and Dunferm- 
line ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


For alteration: From Tewkesbury ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relative to a contract for the Sale of the 
Government Railway, and for other pur- 
peses [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 
AMENDING ACTS. 
Copy presented, of Scheme for the 
Management of the following Founda 
tions in the Parish of St. Botolph, Ald- 
gate, partly in the City and partly in 
the County of London: (1) The Parochial 
Schools ; (2) The Charity of Henry Petter 
for the Charity School in the said 
Parish, founded by Will dated 7th 
November, 1735 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 201.] 


EAST INDIA (ESTIMATE). 

Copy presented, of Estimate of Revenue 
and Expenditure of the Government of 
India for 1897-98, compared with the 
results of 1896-97 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 202.] 


EAST INDIA (FINANCE AND REVENUE 
ACCOUNTS). 

Copy presented, of Finance and 
Revenue Accounts of the Government of 
India for 1896-97 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (HOME ACCOUNTS). 

Copy presented, of Home Accounts of 
the Government of India [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 203.] 


NATIONALITY AND NATURALISATION 
(MISCELLANEOUS, No. 1, 1898). 
Copy presented, of Law respecting 
Nationality and Naturalisation in Den- 
mark (Received the King’s Assent, 28th 
March, 1898) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 














ow 


7.) = a 


w 


Ww 


KF Fe SO 


tr © 


— © 


x 


71 GW 


rE 





1053 Phosphorus 





TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,085 to 2,089 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY (SPECIAL PENSIONS). 
Copy presented, of Return for the year 
ended 3lst March, 1898, of Pensions 
specially granted under Articles 730, 
1,170, and 1,207 of the Army Pay War- 
rant [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 
1879 AND 1884. 

Address for ** Return showing the work- 
ing of the Regulations made in 1886 for 
carrying out the Prosecution of Offences 
Acts, 1879 and 1884, with statistics set- 
ting forth the number, nature, cost, and 
results of the proceedings instituted by 
the Director in accordance with those 
Regulations from the first day of 
January, 1897, to the 31st day of Decem- 
ber, 1897 (in continuance of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 220, of Session 1897).”— 
(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) 
EXPENSES. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of the Revenues of 
India, of the purchase money, compensa- 
tion, and all expenses which may become 
payable under any Act of the present 
Session to empower the Seoretary of 
State in Council to purchase Lands in 
connection with the Store Department of 
the India Office (Queen’s Recommenda- 
tion signified), upon Monday next.— 
(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


QUESTIONS. 


UNCLAIMED POSTAL ORDERS. 
Mr. J. WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) : 
On behalf of the honourable Member for 
Canterbury, I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, (1) whether he is aware 
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that the postal orders issued before 1st 
January, 1889, and unclaimed amounted 
to £39,841, and that the whole of this 
sum was appropriated by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to his revenue without 
being credited as receipts by the Postal 
Department ; (2) under what regulations 
as to time, ete, are unclaimed postal 
orders appropriated to the State; and 
(3) what is the estimated annual profit 
from unclaimed postal orders? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 THe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hanzury, Pres- 
ton): The answer to the first paragraph 
is yes. The amounts unclaimed for the 
years between 1881 (when postal orders 
were first issued) and 1889 were treated 
as extra receipts, because they repre 
sented the accumulations of eight years, 
and could not, therefore, be fairly 
treated as part of the Post Office 
revenue for one particular year. But 
in future, under Treasury sanction, 
all postal orders issued since 1888 which 
have been outstanding for six years and 
one month are credited year by year to 
Appropriations in Aid of the Post Office 
Vote. This arrangement does not pre- 
clude the amount of an order being paid 
to the owner at any time, but a new com- 
mission, equal to the original poundage, 
is levied for each three months the 
order has been in existence since the 
first three months. The amount to be 
paid to Appropriations in Aid for the 
last financial year in respect of unclaimed 
postal orders is estimated at £10,000. 


PHOSPHORUS POISONING. 

Smrr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
with regard to the reporting of cases of 
necrosis, how it is that the cases of 
Plaistow, Maguire, Guest, and others, 
employed at Bryant and May’s, have not 
been reported in accordance with the 
Special Rules for Lucifer Match Factories ; 
and what has been the result of his 
further inquiries into the case of Lean? 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg, at the same time, to ask 
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the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in accordance with 
his promise given on the 2nd instant, he 
has made further inquiry into the case 
of Cornelius Lean, lately employed at the 
match factory of Messrs. Bryant and May, 
who was poisoned by the yellow phos- 
phorus used in the manufacture ; whether 
he proposes to direct that proceedings 
shall be taken against the occupier of the 
factory and the factory doctor respec- 
tively for neglecting to give the notices 
required by Section 29 of the Factory 
Act, 1895; and whether it is intended 
to prosecute the factory doctor, under 
the Registration of Births and Deaths 
Act, upon a charge of wilfully mis-stating 
the caues of death upon the medical 
certificate / 


Land Commission 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Rivtey, Lancashire, Blackpool): The 
inquiries which have been made reveal, 
I regret to say, systematic neglect on 
the part of this firm to comply with the 
obligations as to reporting cases of phos- 
phorus poisoning. The case appears to me 
to be a very serious one, and I have given 
instructions for the prosecution of the 
occupiers. As regards the factory doctor, 
I cannot see sufficient ground for suppos- 
ing that, as suggested by the honourable 
Member for Bethnal Green, he made a 


wilful mis-statement in the certifi- 
cate as to the cause of death 
in the case of Lean. In _ previous 


cases, however, of phosphorus poisoning 
he appears to have committed a breach 
of the Factory Acts in not notifying the 
fact to the chief inspector; but as he 
notified them to the employer, and it 
seems possible that he was under a 
bond-fide belief that that was all that was 
required of him, I have decided not to 
take proceedings against him. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is any inquiry 
going to be held into the question of 
the use of yellow phosphorus! Can the 
former Committee be revived for the pur- 
pose of such an inquiry! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: It is desirable 
to have an inquiry into this question, 
but I have not quite decided what form 
it will take. 

Mr. Pickersgill. 


{COMMONS} 
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Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman consider the 
advisability of reviving the former Com- 
mittee which sat four or five years ago? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror tug 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have the 
matter in mind, but I am not yet able 
to make any announcement. 


LONDONDERRY LUNATIC ASYLUM. 


Srrk THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, §.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if any con- 
tract has yet been accepted for the build- 
ing of the proposed new Londonderry 
Lunatic Asylum ; and, if not, whether, in 
view of the transfer of powers from the 
Board of Control and the Asylums Board 
to the new county councils, the making 
of any such contract may be postponed 
until the new bodies are elected? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to tus 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 


(Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, Central): 
No contract has been accepted for the 
building of the proposed new asylum, and 
the Board of Control are considering 
whether it would be right or judicious on 
their part to enter into a contract for 
such a large and important work, having 
regard to the changes contemplated in 
the Local Government Bill. 


LAND COMMISSION APPEALS. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that much dissatisfaction exists among 
thetenant farmers of Ireland at thestate 
of the Land Acts, which enable landlords 
to appeal from the decisions of the sub- 
commissioners without offering any evl- 
dence when the tenants are getting fair 
rents fixed before the Sub-Commissioners’ 
Court ; whether he is aware that Mr. Jus- 
tice Meredith, at Armagh, on Friday last, 
when hearing Land Court appeals, con- 
demned the action of the Earl of Gosford 
in not giving evidence before the Sub- 
Commissioners as being unfair to the 
tenants, being unfair to the Sub-Com- 
missioners’ Court, and being unfair to 
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the Appeal Court ; and whether he will 
advise the Government to cause legisla- 
tion this Session so as to amend the law 
that landlords cannot appeal unless they 
give evidence before the Sub-Commis- 
sioners’ Court ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
aware of the matters mentioned in the 
first and second paragraphs. It is not 
the intention of the Government to intro- 
duce legislation with the object suggested 
in the third paragraph. 


Mr. DALY: If I send the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman a copy of the judge’s 
remarks will he inquire into the matter? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, I do 
not see that I can do anything. 


Mr. DALY: Then has not the right 
honourable Gentleman control over the 
Trish Land Commission ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 


control whatever over it. 


BULAWAYO POSTAL CHARGES. 

Mr. MELLOR\(Yorks,W.R., Sowerby) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that letters 
for Rhodesia bearing a 23d. stamp are 
charged 4d. at Bulawayo, while letters 
from Bulawayo to London are charged 
6d.; and whether Rhodesia is in the 
Postal Union, and, if not, whether there 
is any and what agreement with the 
Chartered Company as to the rates of 
postage / 


Mr. HANBURY: The postage prepay- 
able on letters from this country to 
Rhodesia is 2}d. the 3 oz., and the Post- 
master General is not aware that a charge 
is made on the delivery in Rhodesia of 
letters from this country fully prepaid 
by means of postage stamps; indeed, a 
few years ago Her Majesty’s Government 
agreed to pay extra high rates for the 
transit of correspondence for Rhodesia in 
order to obviate the necessity for such 
charge. The matter, however, shall be 
inquired into. The postage on letters 
from Bulawayo to London is 6d. per 
4oz. Rhodesia is not at present in the 
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Postal Union, and the Chartered Com- 
pany is at liberty to fix the postage to be 
charged on correspondence from that 
territory. There is no direct agreement 
between Her Majesty's Postmaster 
General and the Chartered Company, but 
the exchange of mails has been carried on 
under arrangements made by the Post- 
master General of the Cape of Good 
Hope. 


CATTLE DISEASE IN COUNTY CLARE. 

Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): T beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware of the 
heavy losses sustained by the farmers of 
West Clare by the deaths of large num- 
bers of cattle from a disease called fluke? 
and. are there any statistics of the num- 
ber of cattle which the farmers have lost 
in West Clare through the disease during 
the last nine months? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No infor- 
mation has been received either by the 
Veterinary Department of the Privy 
Council or by the Local. Government 
Board as to the prevalence of fluke 
among cattle in West Clare. 


Mason JAMESON: I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will cause inquiry 
to be made into this matter. 


STREAMSTOWN TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 
Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, why the public telegraph busi- 
ness at Streamstown, county Westmeath, 
has been discontinued ; and whether he 
can promise to have the office there re 
opened! 


Mr. HANBURY: Public telegraph 
business at Streamstown has not been 
discontinued; telegrams are still for- 
warded from the telegraph office at the 
station, but the delivery of telegrams out- 
side the station has been discontinued at 
the railway company’s request, the com- 
pany apparently finding some difficulty 
in providing for that service. The Post- 
master General is, however, in communi- 
cation with the company on the subject. 
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FEAROZ, THE PARSEE. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, with reference to a prisoner 
named Fearoz, a Parsee, who was tried 
and convicted before the Recorder of 
London near the end of 1892, and whose 
sentence was one of four years’ penal 
servitude, whether he can state what has 
become of the prisoner, whose sentence 
must have expired before this date? 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror tne 
HOME DEPARTMENT: This man was 
certified insane, and removed io Broad- 
moor, in March, 1895. On the expira- 
tion of his sentence in December, 1896, 
he was made a pauper lunatic, and 
removed to Hanwell Asylum. have no 
further information about hin. 


Mr. DAVITT: Is it not a fact that this 
prisoner became insane in consequence of 
his imprisonment ? 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: There is no 
indication of it. 


Mr. DAVITT: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman inquire of the prison 
medical authority what was the state of 
this man’s health and mind when he was 
received in prison ? 


Tir SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am quite wii- 
ling to make the inquiry. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH CLERKS’ 


ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the local secretary of the Postal 
Telegraph Clerks’ Association at Belfast 
requested permission to exhibit a copy of 
the agenda paper of the forthcoming 
conference of that association in the male 
telegraphists’ dining room; will he 
explain why, though a fortnight has 
elapsed since the application was made, 
no answer has been returned, neither has 
the copy of the paper; and whether, see- 
ing that Government employees are said 
to enjoy all the rights of combination 
applicable to trade unions, he will state 
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whether any reason exists for withhold- 
ing permission for the exhibition of this 
paper seeing that nothing objectionable 
is contained therein? 


Mr. HANBURY: The application 
referred to by the honourable Member 
was received at the General Post Office 
on the 25th ultimo. Some time was spent 
in making inquiry into the practice in 
similar cases in other Post Offices. The 
application has now been complied with. 


CIVIL EMPLOYMENT FOR DISCHARGED 
SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can give the House any 
information as to the civil employment 
which Government Departments, other 
than the War Office and Post Office, are 
now providing for reserve and discharged 
soldiers; and whether the provision of 
such employment is now part of a definite 
and systematic policy on the part of all 
Government Departments, including the 
Treasury and Her Majesty’s Customs? 


Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Joun Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): Every effort is made 
by the Wer Office to secure from the 
various Departments of the Government 
any posts which they have available, and 
reliable characters are supplied to all men 
applying for such employment, bur the 
systematic policy accepted by the War 
Office and the Post Office bas not been 
adopted by other Departments, except 
the Treasury and its subordinate offices, 
which are governed by minutes issued in 
1894 and 1895. 


OF IRISH ASSISTANT 
TEACHERS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury will he 
explain why Irish assistant teachers who 
have spent five years as monitors and 
two years in one of the Board’s training 
colleges only receive an average salary 
of £62 per annum, although some of the 
assistants may be University graduates, 
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and may have spent 20 years as assistant 
teachers; and whether he can say why 
Irish assistant teachers only receive an 
average salary of £62 per year, as com- 
pared with the English and Scotch assis- 
tant teachers, who receive respectively 
£97 and £100 per annum? 


Mr. HANBURY: The average income 
of male assistant teachers in Ireland, 
according to the latest available Return 
(for the year 1895), was £63 6s. 8d. In 
England the latest Return (for 1896) 
shows an average of £97 7s. 6d., and in 
Scotland (for the same year) of £103 7s. 
9d. But the three countries compare 
very differently when the total provision 
for teaching is taken in proportion to the 
number of children in average attend- 
ance. The average payment to Irish 
teachers was £2 4s. per child, as against 
£1 15s. in England and £1 18s. 7d. in 
Scotland. And it is also to be remem- 
bered that in Ireland more than 7-8ths of 
the total payment comes from the Parlia- 
mentary Votes, and less than 1-8th from 
local sources; while in England the pro- 
portions are less than 2-3rds from Par- 
liamentary Votes, and more than 1-3rd 
from local sources; and in Scotland the 
local contribution is between 1-3rd and 
14th. The distribution of the total 
amount between the different classes of 
teachers is not a matter which directly 
concerns the Treasury. 


Warship Construction 


WARSHIP CONSTRUCTION FOR 
RUSSIA. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (York) : 
I bee to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the Russian Government 
have given orders for the construction of 
six new battleships immediately; whe- 
ther two others are projected, and large 
orders have been placed for cruisers and 
torpedo-boat destroyers; whether three 
of the new battleships are to be of 12,675 
tons, one to be constructed at the New 
Admiralty Yard, St. Petersburg, one at 
the Baltic Works, and one at Galerny 
Island; have two been ordered from 
Cramp’s Yard, Philadelphia, and the sixth 
battleship been ordered to be constructed 
at Nicolaief, on the Black Sea, and will 
be of the “Three Saints” class, 12,660 
tons; whether he is aware that the two 
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vessels projected are to be of 6,600 and 
8,800 tons respectively; whether he is 
aware of the great and unusual activity 
in the French Naval dockyards; and 
whether there is an alliance between 
France and Russia? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I must preface my 
answer to the noble Lord’s Question by 
stating that I know of no official state- 
ment of the Russian Government cover- 
ing the ground which his Question covers. 
Most of the alleged facts appear to me 
to come from a statement in the Kron- 
stadt Gazette, which, I think, has been 
called an official paper, I know not on 
what authority. My answer to the first 
paragraph of the noble Lord’s Question 
is that I do not believe that the Russian 
Government have given orders for the 
construction of six new battleships imme- 
diately ; I believe it to be correct that 
three new battleships are to be con- 
structed at St. Petersburg, as suggested 
in the third paragraph. These are the 
three to be built in Russia, as I stated 
on the 4th instant. With reference to 
the fourth paragraph, I was not prepared 
to make myself responsible for the 
rumours that two battleships had been 
ordered from Cramp’s Yard, in Philadel- 
phia, until I had been able to test the 
statement. So far as I have learnt, it is 
not correct. One battleship only has 
been ordered at Cramp’s; the other ship 
is a cruiser. With reference to Nico- 
laief, on the Black Sea, we received infor- 
mation long since that it was in contem- 
plation to lay down a “Three Saints” 
there, but according to latest information 
it is not a battleship, but a vessel of the 
Vulcan type, of about 8,000 tons, which 
is to be laid down in that yard. The 
battleship Prince Potemkin, building at 
Nicolaief, which is a ship of the “Three 
Saints” type, has been under construction 
for some time, and has long since been 
taken into account, andis quite indepen- 
dent of any recent developments. As to 
paragraph 2, I know of no other battle- 
ships being projected; nor, if I knew, 
would it be right to attach value to inten- 
tions for the future, unless officially and 
definitely announced. We have several 
times had Russian ships carried forward as 
projected from list to list, which, after all, 
were never laid down. As to the fifth 
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paragraph of the noble Lord’s inquiries 
with reference to the tonnage of such 
alleged projected ships, I expect there is 
a confusion. I know of no battleship of 
such tonnage. Possibly the 8,000 ton 
ship may be the Vulcan, building at 
Nicolaief, and the 6,000 ton ship a 
cruiser. With reference to the question 
whether large orders had been placed 
for cruisers and torpedo-boat destroyers, 
I have heard of two orders for cruisers, 
one at Cramp’s already mentioned, and 
one at Havre; and inquiries have been 
made by Russian agents with reference to 
destroyers. Whether orders have been 
actually placed for the latter I have not 
yet ascertained. I have endeavoured in 
this answer to sift the facts as far as 
possible, but I cannot guarantee their 
accuracy in the absence of positive infor- 
mation, and I must demur to making 
myself responsible for the correction of 
any facts which I am not able to verify. 
My best answer would have been simply 
to say that the attention of the Board of 
Admiralty was constantly and fully 
directed to the proposed large increases 
in foreign Navies. I have read in the 
newspapers that there is considerable 
activity in French dockyards. 


ORDNANCE FACTORY. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if his attention has been 
called to the fact that the last Ordnance 
Factory Estimates provide for 22 clerks 
on the establishment and not a single 
manager or mechanical assistant ; if the 
managers who superintend the workmen 
and the assistant engineers who are 
responsible for the plant are now on the 
wages list and not on the establishment 
or included in the establishment 
charges; and if the Secretary of State 
will consider the desirability of not sub- 
ordinating the technical to the clerical 
element? 


Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY To THE 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powsit Witi1ams, 
Birmingham, S.): The managers and 
assistant engineers are on the wages list. 
The clerical staff are subject to the rules 
which affect the Civil Service generally, 
and their duties are quite distinct from 


The First Lord of the Admiralty. 
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those of the factory technical staff, who, 
as a rule, are selected by the Director 
General from the foremen as having 
shown special aptitude for the duties 
required. 


CHANNEL MAIL SERVICE. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General 
whether, in view of delays which occur 
from time to time in the Channel mail 
service, owing to the inability of mail 
steamers to enter or leave Calais Har- 
bour, his attention has been directed to 
an arrangement between the British and 
French Post Offices to despatch the mails 
vid Boulogne. only after a delay of not 
less than 24 hours has occurred ; whether 
he is aware that on two occasions 
during the past winter mails have been 
detained at Dover 24 hours; and will he 
also explain why it is deemed necessary, 
in the interests of the public on both 
sides of the Channel, to detain such im- 
portant mails 24 or even 12 hours at 
Dover or Calais before despatching them 
by an alternative and available route? 


Mr. HANBURY: There is no such 
arrangement as the honourable and 
gallant Member seems to suppose. There 
is no fixed interval between the com- 
mencement of a storm affecting the use 
of Calais Harbour, and an attempt to 
substitute that of Boulogne; but it is, 
of course, necessary when news comes 
that Calais Harbour cannot be entered 
to ascertain not only whether Boulogne 
Harbour can, but also whether the neces- 
sary transfer of personnel from the one 
port to the other can be arranged so as 
to save time as compared with waiting 
for the abatement of the storm. It is 
the fact that. on two occasions during 
the past winter. mails were delayed at 
Dover for more than 24 hours, but on 
the first of these two occasions Boulogne, 
as well as Calais Harbour, was reported 
to be impracticable. On the second of 
them the mail was despatched to Bow 
logne as soon as it was possible to maka 
arrangements for this purpose. Indeed, 
after they had been so despatched, the 
French Post Office urgently requested 
that they should be kept back till they 
could be sent vid Calais. 
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ARMY MEDICAL STAFF. 

Sir WILLIAM PRIESTLEY (Edin- 
burgh and St. Andrews Universities): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office what further rank and 
title will be conferred on Army medical 
officers under the expected new Warrant 
after they have reached the rank of 
colonel, and may be called upon to as- 
sume a position of greater responsibility ! 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg at the same time to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
when the Warrant containing the new 
constitution of the Army Medical Depart- 
ment will be issued; and whether he 
can state its provisions? 

Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: The Royal 
Warrant relating to the Army Medical 
Service will be issued as soon as certain 
minor details which involve reference to 
India can be settled. It will provide for 
the creation of a Royal Army Medical 
Corps, the members of which, up to the 
rank of colonel, will bear military titles, 
the present compound title being 
abolished. Above the rank of colonel 
the members of the corps will bear the 
title of surgeon-general, with the prece- 
dence and privileges of major-generals of 
the Army, such as they now enjoy. 
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Mayor RASCH (Essex, S8.E.): Is it in 
the contemplation of the War Office to 
confer the rank of general or field- 
marshal upon veterinary surgeons as 
well ? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: No, Sir; 
I do not think that Question has been 
taken into consideration. 


PORTUMNA AND PARSONSTOWN 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, F.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, as the inhabitants in the dis- 
trict of the Portumna and Parsonstown 
Railway are unanimous in their desire 
that the line should be sold to anyone 
who would engage to re-open it, he will 
now direct that that line should be sold 
to Mr. Baldwin? 
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Mr. HANBURY: I am not aware that 
there is unanimity in the district in 
favour of the acceptance of Mr. Baldwin’s 
offer. On the contrary, I understand 
that protests have been made by some of 
those who are locally interested against 
any step in that direction pending further 
negotiations on their part with the rail- 
way company. 


Atlantic Service. 


SECOND TERM JUDICIAL TENANTS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. ROCHE: I bee to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state if Land Sub- 
Commissioners have the right to deprive 
a second term judicial tenant of the 
benefits of half county cess which he has 
enjoyed since 1873! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The fune- 
tion of the Land Commission in reference 
to local taxes (including county cess) 
when fixing a fair rent is to ascertain 
and record in the Schedule the amount 
of the taxes and how they are payable, 
whether by landlord or by tenant, or in 
what proportions by landlord and by 
tenant. The Land Commission has no 
power whatever to alter the respective 
liabilities of landlord and tenant in re- 
ference to such taxation, which liabili- 
ties depend upon the provisions of the 
Statute relating thereto, and upon the 
contract of tenancy. There is no 
difference as to the function of the Land 
Commission in reference to local taxes 
when fixing a fair rent for a first statu- 
tory term or when fixing it for a second 
statutory term. 


NEW CANADIAN ATLANTIC SERVICE. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has received cfficial 
information that the capital for the pro- 
posed fast Atlantic steamship service 
between Great Britain and Canada is now 
fully subscribed; whether any changes 
have been made in the terms and con- 
ditions of the original contract; and 
whether the regular calling of the 
steamers at an Irish port is obligatory 
or optional? 
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Tus SECRETARY 
tHe COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer to the 
first question is in the negative. A 
conditional supplemental contract has 
been made between the Canadian Govern- 
ment and Messrs. Petersen, Tate and 
Company, subject to the approval of Her 
Majesty’s Government, making certain 
alterations in the original contract. This 
supplemental contract is now under the 
consideration of the Treasury and the 
Post Office, and it would be premature tu 
state its purport at this stage. 


REFUSALS TO JOIN VOLUNTARY 
SCHOOLS ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
I beg to ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether it is a fact that several of the 
19 Church of England Voluntary 
schools from whom the aid-grant under 
the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897, has 
been withheld, on the ground that they 
have unreasonably refused to join an 
association, stated to the Department as 
their reason for refusing to join an asso- 
ciation that they declined to join an 
ecclesiastical association in an ecclesias- 
tical area; and whether the Depart- 
ment intends io treat this ground of re- 
fusal as “unreasonable,” for the pur- 
poses of the Act, and to compel all 
Church of England Voluntary schools 
to join diocesan associations when the 
managers prefer to join other associa- 
tions or to remain unassociated? 


Tue VICE PRESIDENT or tugs COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The answer to the first paragraph is in 
the affirmative. Such schools should, 
in the opinion of the Committee of 
Council, have joined the British School 


Associations which are  undenomi- 
national. 
Mr. CHANNING: Will the right 


honourable Gentleman reply 
second paragraph? 


to the 


Sm J. GORST: I have said that in 
our opinion such schools should have 
Joined the British School Associations. 
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Mr. CHANNING: Am I to understand 
that an objection to an _ ecclesiastical 
area is to be treated as unreasonable? 


Sm J. GORST: I can only refer the 
honourable Member to my answer. 


Mr. J. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): Is it to be understood that 
joining an association is an absolute con- 
dition for obtaining a grant? 


Sir J. GORST: That is not the Act. 
If the honourable Member will refer to 
the Act he will find that schools are 
only disentitled to the grant if their 
refusal to join an association is, in the 
opinion of the Department,  unrea- 
sonable. 


VACCINATION BILL. 

Mr. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keighley): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he is aware that the 
Council of the Association of Publis 
Vaccinators has declared that the time 
and trouble required under the proposed 
Vaccination Bill will be ten times that 
now paid for, thus increasing the pro- 
bable cost to the ratepayers from 
£78,000 per annum to £780,000 per 
annum ; and can he hold out any hope 
that this largely increased cost will he 
taken over by the Imperial Exchequer! 


The following Questions, also in the 
name of the honourable Member, like- 
wise appeared on the Paper on the samo 
subject :— 


To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he is 
willing to accede to the wish of the 


Council of the Association of Public 
Vaccinators that a public vaccinator 
should no longer be engaged by 


the board of guardians, but be appointed 
direct by the Local Government Board, 
thus removing every vestige of popular 
control or influence? 


To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, respecting the Vac- 
cination Bill, if the public vaccinator, 
having received part of his fee on the 
birth of a child, will receive the second 








he 
he 


lis 
tor 
by 
ted 


lar 


1069 Sanitary Condition of 


moiety of his fee in cases where he insti- 
tutes proceedings, but fails to enforce 
vaccination ? 


To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if the refusal of a 
board of guardians to sanction the costs 
of prosecutions under the Vaccination 
Bill will subject them to imprisonment 
for contempt of court! 


To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if, in cases of the 
refusal of parents to allow their chil- 
dren to be vaccinated on account of 
ill-health or what may appear to them 
some other good reason, the power of in- 
stituting legal proceedings will rest with 
the vaccinator without any other refer- 
ence or appeal either to guardians or 
medical authority ? 


Toe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cxap- 
uN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : The honour- 
able Member asks me five Questions on 
It will probably be 
convenient to him and the House if I 
answer them all at the same time. With 
regard to the first Question, I am not 
aware that the Council of the Association 
referred to have made any such estimate 
of the cost. In any case, my view is 
altogether different from that stated in 
the Question. The reply to the next 
two (Questions is in the negative. With 
regard to the fourth, I am afraid I have 
nothing to add to the answer which was 
given on Tuesday to the Question of the 
honourable Member for the Chesterfield 
Division—viz., that I have no right to 
assume that local authorities will refuse 
to pay any expenses legally payable by 
them, and I cannot undertake to reply to 
hypothetical Questions. As to the fifth, 
the power of a vaccination officer, who, T 
presume, is the officer intended to be 
referred to, of instituting legal proceed- 
ings will be subject to certain conditions. 
If the child were unfit to be vaccinated 
through ill-health or otherwise, and the 
parent procured a certificate from a medi- 
cal practitioner to that effect, it would 
be a bar to proceedings under section 29 
of the Act of 1867, so long as the certi- 
ficate continued in force. Further, the 
section referred to provides that a parent 
will be guilty of an offence for not caus- 


the same subject. 
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ing the child to be vaccinated in the 
absence only of a reasonable excuse being 
rendered by him to the satisfaction of the 
justices. 


RAILWAY COMMISSION. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for the 
St. Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can state how many times, and for 
how many days, the Railway Commis- 
sioners sat in the year 1897, how many 
cases were tried, how much those sittings 
cost, and what was the amount of reduc- 
tion in rates and the increased accommo- 
dation obtained by traders? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Railway Com- 
missioners in 1897 sat in court on 47 
days and heard 41 cases. The sums 
voted for the expenses of the Railway and 
Canal Commission amount to about 
£7,000 a year. The Commission is pre- 
sided over by a judge of the High Court 
of England, Scotland, or Ireland, as the 
case may be.. As to the nature and effect 
of the decisions of the Commissioners in 
1897, the honourable Member will find 
all the available information in their 
ninth annual Report, issued as a Parlia- 
mentary Paper in the present Session. 


SANITARY CONDITION OF CENTRAL 
TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that the 
representatives of the telegraph clerks of 
the General Post Office complained of the 
insanitary nature of the buildings of the 
refreshment branch before Lord Tweeo- 
mouth’s Committee ; whether, since that 
time, repeated complaints have been made 
regarding many of the existing arrange- 
ments as adversely affecting the health 
and comfort of the staff; whether he can 
state what steps the Medical Department, 
as being the responsible body, took to 
investigate the accuracy of these state- 
ments, and when the medical officer last 
inspected the buildings of the Central 
Telegraph Office; whether the medical 
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officer is of opinion that the new room 
occupied by the K Division fulfils all the 
requirements necessary to safeguard the 
health of the operators ; and will he ex- 
plain why, notwithstanding the serious 
charges of overcrowding and uncleanliness 
made against the refreshment branch, 
the medical officer has not visited that 
portion of the building during the last 
five years, during the times when the 
grievances exist! 


Mr. HANBURY: No complaints of the 
insanitary nature of the buildings of the 
refreshment branch of the Central Tele- 
graph Office seem to have been made 
before the Tweedmouth Committee, but 
complaints on the subject have been made 
since the date of the Report. On the 
receipt of these complaints the building 
was inspected and the Department took 
steps to acquire adjoining premises for 
the purpose of enlarging the refreshment 
rooms. The medical officers, in the 
course of their duties, frequently visit 
the building. The last visit was paid 
about three weeks ago. The Chief Medi- 
cal Officer reports that, in his opinion, the 
new room occupied by the K Division 
fulfils all the requirements necessary to 
safeguard the health of the operators, 
but he thinks some of the hot water pipes 
may require casing in order to regulate 
the diffusion of heat. He also reports 
that the health of the staff at the present’ 
time is very satisfactory. The rooms are, 


no doubt, overcrowded, but there is, 
apparently, no truth in the allegation 
that they are either insanitary or 
uncleanly. 


CUSTOMS WATCHERS. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state if, since the increase of the work- 
ing hours of Customs watchers to 54 per 
week, their overtime rate of 8d. per hour 
has been reduced to 6d.; whether they 
have been deprived of their former cab 
allowance of ls. 6d. for attendance at 
6 a.m. and up tomidnight ; and whether, 
seeing that these overtime charges for 
watchers are always paid by the mer- 
chant, who has never objected to the 
overtime rates, he will consider the advis- 
ability of having these overtime privileges 
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restored to the watchers, more especially 
as all their overtime is made by incon- 
venient and very long attendances? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is not correct to 
say that the hours of Customs watchers 
have been increased or their overtime 
rate reduced. They both remain as 
settled as when the class was originally 
formed, and they were accepted as the 
conditions of employment by all the men 
appointed to the class. It is a fact that 
some of these men had formerly been 
employed as permanent labourers and 
extra men, on conditions which were, in 
some respects, more advantageous, and 
in other respects less advantageous, than 
those of Customs watchers. But one of 
the objects in view in the institution of 
this class was to secure uniformity where 
the conditions had previously varied with- 
out reason, often as the result of tradi- 
tional practice and not under definite 
authority. The abolition of the so-called 
cab allowance is a reform which applies 
to the Customs Service generally. A 
man who formerly received a cab allow- 
ance now receives an hour’s overtime in- 
stead. It is not the case that overtime 
charges for watchers are always paid by 
merchants, or that merchants accept 
without question all the claims made 
upon them on that score. I see no occa- 
sion to reconsider these conditions, which 
have been laid down after due considera- 
tion, and have been accepted by those 
to whom they apply. 


PAY OF DUNGANNON POSTMEN. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
will he explain why the scale of pay at 
Dungannon for postmen is, town post- 
men, 16s. to 23s.; head office rurals, 
16s. to 20s.; and sub-office rurals, 15s. 
to 17s., seeing that the rural postmen 
have to pass the same examination as 
the town postmen and do the same 
work ; and whether he will consider the 
advisability of increasing the pay of the 
sub-rurals so as to bring their maximum 
up to within 2s. of the maximum of 
town postmen? 





Mr. Maddison. 
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Mr. HANBURY: The scale of pay 
for town postmen at Dungannon is 16s. 
to 22s., not 23s. as stated by the honour- 
able Member. The maximum of the 
scale of the rural postmen, starting from 
the head office, is fixed at 20s., 2s. less 
than that of town postmen, in accordance 
with the recommendations of Lord 
Tweedmouth’s Committee. The pay of 
rural postmen living in the country, and 
starting from a sub-office, is properly 
fixed at a somewhat lower rate than that 
for men living in towns. In accordance 
with the recommendations of the Tweed- 
mouth Committee, the minimum pay of 
these men, provided they do a full day’s 
work, is not to fall below 15s. a week. 


BALLYSHANNON BARRACKS. 

Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office what is the reason for 
the delay in the commencement of the 
work of making the improvements in the 
buildings of the military barracks at 
Ballyshannon which were promised by 
the Government, and when will this 
work be begun? 

Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: There 
is n> necessity for the work to be done 
immediately. The permanent staff and 
the arms and clothing are at Lifford, 
where the Militia battalion will assemble 
on 13th June, then proceeding to Finner, 
Ballyshannon, to be encamped during 
training. Accommodation in barracks 
at Ballyshannon will, therefore, not be 
required until after the training, but the 
General Officer commanding will carry 
cut the work as soon as possible, irre- 
spective of that. 


Mr. MacNEILL: Is the _ honour- 
able Member aware that these works 
have been promised for upwards of 12 
months, and that “hope deferred makes 
the heart grow sick”? 

Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: The 
money for this work has been included 
in this year’s Estimate, and, no doubt, it 
will be completed before the end of the 
financial year. 
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SICKNESS ON THE BRITANNIA. 
Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: 
I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether he will lay before 
the House a Return showing the cases 
of sickness on the Britannia, between 
the Ist January and Ist May, and stat- 
ing the opinion of the medical officers 
as to whether this outbreak of sickness 
is attributed in any degree to improper 
feeding ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: No public school publishes 
lists of schoolboy ailments, and there is 
no reason why the Britannia should do 
so. Surely the noble lord does not wish 
to alarm anxious parents quite unneces- 
sarily by an official list of such ailments 
described in technical medical language? 
But to allay any apprehension which the 
noble Lord’s Question may have caused, 
I may state, though there have been a 
good many cases of mumps and measles, 
as there have been in many schools 
during the same period, I am assured 
that inother respects there has been no 
exceptional sickness. If the noble Lord 
will state to me on what authority he 
puts forward the innuendo as to improper 
feeding, I will give him an answer. 


Lorpn CHARLES BERESFORD: 
Perhaps I may be allowed to state at 
once that I have received several letters 
from parents of boys in the Britanma, 
complaining that a great number of boys 
have had boils and other symptoms of 
improper treatment. 


Sir C. DILKE: TI also have received 
complaints in regard to the meat sup- 
plied on board. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae ADMI- 
RALTY: Yes, but the innuendo is that 
the medical officer has ascribed the sick- 
ness to improper feeding. There is no 
truth whatever in that suggestion. If 
cases of defects of diet are brought before 
me, inquiry will, of course, be made. 
I have heard that some inquiry is being 
made in reference to meat. But I must 
repeat that the medical officer reports 
there has been no exceptional sickness, 
and no sickness can be ascribed to 
improper feeding. I regret to see pub- 
lished statements which unnecessarily 
alarm the parents of boys on the 
Britannia. 
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LITIGATION REGARDING DEATH 
DUTIES. 
Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 


Regis): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether, having regard to 
the undertaking given by him on 3rd 
July, 1896, that he would be prepared to 
pay the reasonable costs of both sides if 
a case arose in which the general prin- 
ciple could be submitted to the Court for 


deciding the question whether settled 
property in which the deceased life 


interest has been transferred to the 
reversioner more than 12 months prior 
to death, is or is not chargeable with 
duty under the Finance Act, 1894, and 
to the fact that the case of the Attorney 
General 7. Beech has been so submitted 
to the Divisional Court and to the Court 
of Appeal, the reasonable costs of both 
sides in that case in both courts have 
been or will be paid by Her Majesty’s 
Government ; and, if not, why not; 
whether, during the existence of the 
doubt whether duty was lawfully charge- 
able in such cases, the duty has been in 
such cases exacted and levied in and 
since 1896; and, if so, what is the 
amount of duty so levied in 1896-7 and 
1897-8 ; whether, in view of the unani- 
mous decision of the Court of Appeal 
that the duty is not chargeable in such 
cases, the Inland Revenue authorities will 
now abstain from exacting it, and will 
continue so to abstain until their appeal 
to the House of Lords has been decided ; 
and whether the reasonable costs of both 
sides in that appeal will be paid by Her 
Majesty’s Government? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or toe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Buracn, Bristol, 
W.): The costs of the respondents in 
the Divisional Court have been paid by 
the Crown, in accordance with the under- 
taking to which the honourable Member 
refers. In the Appeal Court, costs were 
viven against the Crown, and will be 


paid according to the order of the 
Court. Duty has been levied in, and 


since, 1896, in cases in which, according 
to the judgment of the Court of Appeal, 
duty is not chargeable. I do not know 
what may be the precise amount of the 
duty so paid, and, unless it has to be 
repaid, there seems no reason for stating 
it. In view of the fact that two con- 
flicting decisions have now been given 
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on the point at issue, I believe it would 
be in accordance with precedent that, 
pending the appeal to the House of 
Lords, the duty should be claimed in 
such cases and the parties liable in- 
formed that, if the contention of the 
Crown fails, any over payment will be re- 
funded. It is not intended to pay the 
costs of the respondents in the appeal 
to the House of Lords. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Did not the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer absolutely 
undertake to pay the reasonable costs of 
both sides? Did he make any restric- 
tion to the effect that the undertaking 
should apply only to the inferior court ! 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: Yes, I did. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No. 


Tur CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: I did. We were quite content 
with the judgment of the Divisional 
Court. 


PRESS CENSORSHIP IN INDIA. 

Mr. MacNEILL: I bee to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether a 
censorship of the Press has been insti- 
tuted by the Indian Government in 
Bombay and Poona; what are the terms 
and provisions of this censorship, and 
for what reasons has it been established ; 
and whether this censorship owes its 
institution to the action of the Indian 
or the Home Government? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord Gzorce Hamiron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): I think the honourable 
Member must be under some misappre- 
hension, for the law gives no power to 
institute a censorship of the Press. 


BROTHERS NATU. 

Mr. MacNEILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India (1) whether 
the brothers Natu, who were deported last 
July from Poona without trial and with- 
out having been charged with any offence 
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and have been kept in close imprison- 
ment for upwards of nine months, were 
released, the one on Monday and the 
other on Tuesday last ; (2) whether they 
have been released on parole, and, if so, 
what are the conditions of the parole ; 
(3) whether he can state now what were 
the reasons for the deportation of these 
gentlemen ; (4) whether the property of 
which they were deprived will be restored 
to them, with an account of the profits 
thereof ; and (5) whether the Government 
are prepared to make any, and, if so, 
what reparation to the brothers Natu for 
this prolonged deprivation of their 
liberty ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: In reply to the first two Ques- 
tions, I understand that the Natu 
brothers have not been released by the 
Government of Bombay, but have been 
allowed to live in private houses in Bel- 
gaum, where they own property, and 
where their families can join them. 
Subject to their good conduct, all restric- 
tions will be relaxed, except that, pend- 
ing further orders, they will not be 
allowed to leave Belgaum. As regards 
Question 3, I am unable to add anything 
to the statement which I have already 
made in this House relative to the 
reasons which induced the Government of 
Bombay to take action under the regula- 
tion of 1827. In reply to Questions 4 
and 5, the regulation provides for the 
adjustment of the accounts of collections 
received during the attachment of 
estates, and for payment to the pro 
prietor, after release of the estate, of any 
profits which may have accumulated ; but 
it does not provide for any compensation 
to persons detained under it. The 
provisions of the law will be strictly 
followed. 


Mr. MacNEILL: May I ask the noble 
Lord which of the reasons he has given 
for the deportation of these brothers is 
correct! The first reason he gave was 
that these men were deported in conse- 
quence of the murder 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member is not in order in referring to 
an answer to a previous Question. 
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Mr. MacNEILL: I am asking in refe- 
rence to the statement made to the House 
just now. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member is completely out of order. 


ASSAM GOVERNMENT SUBSIDY TO 
THE BHUTIAS. 

Sirk MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
bright): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether, on the occasion 
of the annual subsidy paid by the Assam 
Government to the Bhutias on 26th 
February last, in addition to the pay- 
ment of 5,000 rupees in silver and 30 
yards of broadcloth, four dozen bottles 
of rum were also paid; and if liquor 
forms part of the annual subsidy; and, 
if so, will he call the attention of the 
Indian Government to the undesirability 
of allowing a subsidy to be paid in 
liquor? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I am aware that the claims 
of the Sat Rajas of the Kuriapara Duar 
to levy duties on the inhabitants of the 
plains were bought out for an annual 
payment of 5,000 rupees. I have no 
reason to believe that any part of this 
subsidy is paid in liquor. 


WEI-HAL-WEI. 

GeverAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the Government have in 
their possession any detailed charts and 
plans of Wei-hai-Wei and its surround- 
ings; and, if so, whether they have any 
objection to a copy of these being placed 
in the Library for the information of 
Members? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: The only plan of Wei-hai-Wei 
in our possession is the result of a 
rapid survey made in 1860, and the 
chart of the neighbourhood is equally 
sketchy ; but I will supply copies, such 
as they are. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is there not 
a complete and detailed plan of Wei-hai- 
Wei, with all the soundings, published 
by Potter? 


Tue ‘FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: The information supplied to 
-me is that the only plan in our posses- 
sion is the result of a rapid survey made 
in 1860; perhaps that survey is the one 
to which my honourable Friend alluded. 


Mr. T. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Ches- 
terfield): Will the right honourable 
Gentleman give orders for another survey 
to be made? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY: I must ask for notice of that 
Question. 


ARTILLERY FOR MODERN WARFARE. 


GrenerRAL RUSSELL: I bee to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the lessons learnt 
from the naval battle at Manila, which 
demonstrated the helplessness of guns of 
an old type opposed to those of recent 
construction, the Government will seri- 
ously consider the necessity of providing 
the auxiliary forces organised for the 
defence of this country with efficient 
field artillery? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The information at 
our disposal with regard to the battle 
at Manila is not of a kind which enables 
us to draw conclusions applicable to the 
armament of the auxiliary forces of this 
country. 


BROTHERS NATU. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India. if the brothers Natu, 
of Poona, who have been imprisoned at 
Ahmedabad under the special powers of 
1818 and 1824 for several months, have 
now been released on parole; is he now 
able to state the reasons for the arrest 
and detention of these men and the 
terms upon which they have now been 
released ; and is it the intention of the 
Indian Government to restore them to 
the control of their property and estates? 


in West Africa. 1080 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I have already replied to the 
first part of this Question. With regard 
to the last paragraph, I have to say 
that restoration of control over the 
estates will be granted “whenever the 
Governor in Council shall be of opinion 
that the circumstances which rendered 
the attachment of such estate necessary 
have ceased to operate, and that the 
management of the estate can be com- 
mitted to the hands of the proprietor 
without public hazard. or inconvenience,” 
as laid down by section 9 of the Bombay 
Regulation XXV., 1827. 


Mr. MacNEILL: May I now ask 
noble Lord as to the reason for 
deportation of these men? 


THe SECRETARY 
INDIA: I have 
various reasons. 


the 
the 


STATE 
stated 
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already 


FOR 
the 


PENALTIES FOR BREACH OF THE 
VACCINATION ACT. 

Mr. BRIGG: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of limiting the penalty for refusal to 
vaccinate to a maximum of 5s., including 
costs, as is now the case with regard to 
penalties payable by defaulting parents 
under the Education Act? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: My right 
honourable Friend has asked me _ to 
reply to this Question, and I have con- 
sidered it, but the cases are by no means 


analogous; and I see no reason for 
taking the course suggested by the 


honourable Member. 


GREAT BRITAIN AND 
FRANCE IN WEST AFRICA. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): 
I beg, to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he can now give 
the House any information as to the 
stage which has been reached in the 
negotiations with France relative to our 
territorial differences with that Power in 
West Africa? 
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Taz UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): As 
this is a Foreign Office Question, I will 
answer it. I am sorry to say I am not 
in a position to give the House informa- 
tion on the point. 


WEI-HAI-WEL. 

Mr. BROOKFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he can conveniently state to 
the House whether one battalion of the 
Highland Light Infantry and another of 
the Yorkshire have been 
selected for service as part of the garrison 
of Wei-hai-Wei!? In putting this Ques- 
tion I wish to point out that the words 
“as stated in Reuter’s telegrams” were 
originally included in the Question, but 
were struck out by the Clerk at the 
Table. 


Regiment 


Mr. BRODRICK : No selection of regi- 
ments for service at Wei-hai-Wei has 
been made. 


UNIFORM OF THE CARABINEERS. 

Masor RASCH: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for West Belfast, I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether it has been decided to 
supply scarlet serges to the Carabineers 
in place of the blue stable jackets 
hitherto worn by them; whether the 
officer commanding has been consulted 
with regard to the change, and whether 
he is of opinion that it is likely to be 
popular in the regiment, and to stimu- 
late recruiting ; and what is the gain in 
efficiency to the Army and in money to 
the nation likely to result from this 
reform! I should also like, at the same 
time, to ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man if he is aware that originally the 
change was made from red to blue, to 
make the Carabineers light cavalry, and 
that now they are being changed from 
blue to red, to make them heavy cavalry? 
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Mr. BRODRICK : The last change was 
made 40 years ago, and I am not in a 
position to state the reasons which 
prompted it. As to the Question on the 
Paper, I have to say that the change 
referred to has not actually taken place, 
and the circumstances are under the 
Secretary of State’s consideration. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS EXPENSES ACT. 

Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the £2,550,000 under 
the Public Buildings Expenses Act of 
this year has been invested, and in what 
securities ? 


Taz CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER: Since the Public Buildings 
Expenses Act was passed the National 
Debt Commissioners have had consider- 
able sums of money to invest, so there has 
been no object yet in transferring the 
building money from the Exchequer to 
the account of the National Debt Com- 
missioners. But convenient opportunities 
for so doing will be watched, and it will 
all be invested by degrees during the 
course of the present financial year. 

2 


DECLARATION OF PARIS. 


Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder 
land): I beg to ask the Attorney General 
can he state to what extent under the 
Declaration of Paris belligerents possess 
the right of search of neutral ships; can 
the warships of the United States and 
Spain stop and examine ships’ cargoes and 
papers of neutrals when outside territorial 
waters, although adherents of the Declara- 
tion; will he also inform the House 
whether subjects of the British Empire, 
under the Foreign Enlistment Act, can 
convey contraband of war to neutral 
ports, the ultimate destination of which 
being for the use of the belligerents, and 
can cargoes of this description be cleared 
at the Customs as legal merchandise ; 
and is he aware that considerable quanti- 
ties of coal are being exported from the 
United Kingdom to Spain; if so, should 
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it be transhipped for use on board the 
ships of war of that country, will it be 
a breach of the declaration of neutrality } 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): The warships 
of the United States and Spain have a 
right to stop and examine ships’ cargoes 
and papers in order to ascertain whether 
such ships have on board contraband of 
war. Subjects of the British Empire can 
convey contraband of war in ordinary 
merchant vessels to neutral ports even 
though the ultimate destination be for 
the use of the belligerents, and such 
cargoes can be cleared at the Custom 
House. Such contraband of war would, 
of course, ve subject to the risk of 
capture and condemnation, and, under 
some circumstances, the ships in which 
it was being carried. The Foreign 
Enlistment Act does not affect the case 
in question. I am not aware of the ship- 
ments of coal referred to in the last 
paragraph; whether transhipment for 
use on board ships of war would be a 
breach of the declaration of neutrality 
would depend upon the circumstances 
under which it took place. 


Mr. M. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): May I ask 
the honourable and learned Gentleman 
if he will make inquiry whether it is true 
that coal has been shipped from England 
to Spain for the benefit of the Spanish 
navy ! 


[No Reply. ] 


LEGISLATION BY REFERENCE. 

Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Attorney 
General whether, having regard to the 
recent rapid growth of the practice of 
legislating by reference, and to the diffi- 
culty of understanding the scope and 
effect of Bills which amend or repeal sec- 
tions of Acts by reference to such sections, 
the Government will, for the information 
of the House, cause copies of the sections 
referred to in Government Bills to be 
printed in full! 


Sm R. WEBSTER: The Question is 
not one on which I can give any general 
undertaking, as 1t must depend on the 


Sir BE. Gourley. 
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nature of the Bill and the discretion of 
the Minister in charge. Her Majesty’s 
Government fuily appreciate the objec- 
tions to legislation by reference, but, in 
my opinion, the House of Commons must 
bear more responsibility for the change 
than the Ministers who have introduced 
Bills, to whatever Government they may 
have belonged. . 


RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 

Mr. DOXFORD (Sunderland): [I 
beg to ask the Attorney General if it is 
against the neutrality laws for a British 
subject to sell and deliver to a subject of 
either of the present belligerents a 
merchant steamer intended to be used 
by the purchaser only for the merchant 
service | 


Sirk R. WEBSTER: The answer to the 
honourable Member’s Question is in the 
negative, assuming the facts to be as 
stated in the Question, but I must point 
out that every case will be decided 
according to the special circumstances 
attending the sale and the character and 
description of the ship. 


TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY (Essex, West 
Ham): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he can now state when 
the Bill providing for the superannuation 
of teachers in public elementary schools 
will be introduced? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: I cannot at present mention any 
date. As the honourable Member knows, 
the subject is one which the Government 
are anxious to deal with. 


CHINESE INTERNAL WATERWAYS. 

Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is in a position to 
inform the House as to the changes in 
respect to the internal water communica- 
tion in the Chinese Empire? 
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Report on Irish 
Mr. CURZON: As stated in the House 


on 21st March, regulations with reference 
to the recent opening of all internal navi- 
gation are being drawn up by the Inspec- 
tor General of Maritime Customs, and 
will be communicated to Parliament as 
soon as received. We have recently in- 
quired of Her Majesty’s Minister at 
Peking what progress is being made, but 
have not yet received his reply. 


FOOD SUPPLIES IN WAR TIME, 

Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
Resolution on the subject of our national 
food supplies in the event of war, which 
was unanimously accepted by Her 
Majesty’s Government and by this House 
on 6th April, 1897, and in view of the 
recent rise in the price of bread stuffs 
in the United Kingdom in consequence 
of the American-Spanish war, and also in 
view of the well-known and continuous 
short supply of bread stuffs in the United 
Kingdom, the Government will consider 
the advisability of appointing a Royal 
Commission to inquire into the question 
of our national food supplies, and in 
particular into tha consequences that 
might arise from the aforesaid short 
supply of bread stuffs in the event of Her 
Majesty becoming involved in a war with 
some European Power, with a view of 
ascertaining whether any means may be 
adopted for increasing our national 
reserve of bread stuffs! 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, S.): May 
I ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether it is not a fact that the Ameri- 
can and Spanish war has in no way 
interfered with the importation of wheat 
into this country, and whether it is not 
also a fact that, with the exception of two 
years, at no time within the last 10 
years have we imported as much wheat 
from the United States 





Mr. SPEAK&uR: Order, order! Notice 
ought to be given of such a Question. 


Sm W. CODDINGTON (Blackburn) : 
May I ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether it is not a fact that the 
increased price of wheat is largely due 
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to its scarcity in consequence of the 
short crops last year, and whether it is 
not a fact that the price of 42s. 4d. a 
quarter has been exceeded in five con- 
secutive years from 1878 to—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Notice ought 
to be given of that Question also. The 
honourable Member is entering on a 
Debate. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): May I 
ask whether the enhanced price of wheat 
is not very largely due to certain specu- 
lations! 


Land Procedure. 


Mr. SETON-KARR : I wish, before the 
right honourable Gentleman answers 
the Question, to omit the words “in con- 
sequence of the American and Spanish 
war.” 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: In regard to the various supple- 
mentary Questions, both finished and un- 
finished, upon the subject of the recent 
rise in wheat, I may say it is not a 
question which I think any Member of 
the Government has any special informa- 
tion upon. Certainly I have none. 
Perhaps the (Question had better be 
addressed to the President of the Board 
ot Trade, who will give the views of the 
Department on the subject. In answer 
to the Question on the Paper I have to 
say that the effect of a state of war on 
sea-borne commerce, especially in raw 
material and food stuffs, is one of which 
we recognise the full importance to this 
country, and one which necessarily 
engages our careful attention. We do 
not, however, think that a Royal Com- 
mission to inquire into a single isolated 
aspect of the complex problem of national 
defence would serve a useful purpose, nor 
ought I to say anything to my honour- 
able Friend which would suggest that 4 
scheme of Government food storage, 
which I believe he advocates, is one which 
in our judgment could be adopted with 
advantage. 


REPORT ON IRISH LAND PROCEDURE. 

CoLtonEL WARING (Down, N.): On 
behalf of the honourable and gallant 
Member for North Armagh, I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
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the Government will give a day for the 
consideration of the Report of the Com- 
mission on the Procedure of the Land 
Commission in Ireland under the Land 
Acts and Land Purchase Acts? 


Tue FIRST LORD or toe TREA- 
SURY: I do not at present see any 
prospect of being able to find a special 
day such as my honourable Friend 
desires. At his request I have already 
promised one day for the discussion of 
Irish subjects. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will the 
Debate be deferred until the evidence 
has been laid before Members of the 
House? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I have not promised a day vet. 






ILLEGAL TRAWLING 
WATERS. 


IN SCOTCH 


Mr. J. G. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
having regard to the fact that 33 per 
cent. of the masters of vessels convicted of 
illegal trawling in Scottish waters during 
the years 1896 and 1897 elected to go to 
prison rather than pay the fines imposed, 
will he consider the advisability of so 
amending the provisions of section 10 of 
sub-section 6 of the Sea Fisheries Regula- 
tions (Scotland) Act, 1895, that in such 
cases penalties may be imposed on the 
owners of the offending trawlers as well 
ag on the masters? 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. Gra- 
HAM Murray, Buteshire): The Govern- 
ment cannot undertake legislation on the 
point during the present Session. 


Mr. WEIR: May I ask the Lord Advo- 
cate why, when I asked him this question 
two or three days ago, he referred me to 
the First Lord of the Treasury? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The state- 
ment made by the honourable Member 
is not in accordance with my recollection, 
and I shall be glad if he can point out 
any record of such an answer. 


Colonel Waring. 


{ COMMONS} 





Dairy School. 


MUNSTER DAIRY SCHOOL. 

Sir ROBERT U. PENROSE FITZ. 
GERALD (Cambridge) : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any decision has beer 
come te with reference to the application 
of the Governors of the Munster Dairy 
School that the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland should, in 
future, undertake the payment of two 
sums, one of £50 as an addition to ths 
salary to their superintendent, Dr. 
Smyth, and another of £37 10s., lecture 
fees, both hitherto paid by the Governors 
out of their own funds, and also that a 
farm steward should be appointed to 
assist the superintendent ; whether the 
application has been approved of and 
recommended to the Treasury by the 
Commissioners ; and whether the appli 
cation will be acceded to? 
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Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City): [ 
beg at the same time to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ir- 
land whether any decision has been come 
to with reference to the application of the 
Governors of the Munster Dairy School 
that two male itinerant agricultural in- 
structors for Munster should be appointed 
by the Board of National Education te 
lecture and advise on _ agriculture 
generally and specially with reference to 
the spraying of the potato crop ; whether 
the application has been approved of and 
recommended to the Treasury by the 
Board of National Education; an 
whether, in view of the general failure 
of the potato crop last year, coupled 
with the success of the spraying process 
in individual cases where tried, and the 
consequent probability that the spraying 
process, if properly recommended this 
year, will be largely availed of, the Irish 
Government will urge on the Treasury 
the advisability of assenting to the recon- 
mendation of the Board of National 
Education, so as to make the services of 
the instructors available immediately! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is the 
fact that the Governors of the Munster 
Dairy School and Agricultural Institute 
made an application of the nature indi- 
cated, and that this application was sub- 
mitted to the Treasury. The Treasury, 
however, did not see their way to accede 
to the application, having regard to the 
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proposals now under consideration for 
the establishment, at an early date, of a 
Board of Agriculture in Ireland. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: May I ask 
the right honourable Gentleman whether 
he has considered the special importance 
of the application in view of the coming 
year; will he consider the advisability of 
pressing on the Treasury that there is a 
special reason why this year some step 
should be taken? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am quite 
ready to consider that suggestion, but I 
am afraid I can hold out no hope of 
giving a different reply. 


FINES ON CORONER’S JURYMEN IN 
YORKSHIRE. 

Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorks., W.R., Shipley): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if his attention has been called to 
the alleged short notices of inquests and 
hasty summoning of jurors stated to 
have been practised by the coroner for 
the districts of Idle and Windhill, 
in Yorkshire, and to the fact that a fine 
of 40s. was imposed upon a householder 
because, in arriving at an inquest 10 
minutes after he had received notice, he 
was deemed by the coroner to be late; 
and whether steps can be taken to 
ensure reasonable notices of inquests 
being given by the coroner to the local 
police to enable them to obtain the 
attendance of suitable jurors with 
reasonable length of notice to the house- 
holders summoned? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: I have 
made inquiry, but have been unable to 
ascertain that any such occurrences as 
are alleged ever took place. If the 
honourable Member can supply me with 
any details, I will inquire further. 


BALLINAHINCH GRAVEYARD. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that a mob broke into the church- 
yard at Ballinahinch, county Down, and 
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demolished with sledge hammers the 
monument erected over the grave of 
Betsy Gray, and also took away the 
wreaths which had been placed on the 
grave by various ’98 associations from 
Belfast ; and whether inquiries will be 
made into the matter? I should like to 
point out that this is a private burying 
place and not a public burial ground. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that on the night of the 30th 
ultimo, and again on the following day, 
a number of men entered the farm of a 
man named Robert Armstrong, near 
Ballinahinch, and broke a stone which 
had been placed, as I am informed, over 
the spot where one Betsy Gray had been 
shot in the Rebellion of 1798. I am not 
aware whether the remains of the 
deceased woman had ever been buried 
there, but the place is not a churchyard 
or graveyard, as suggested in the Ques- 
tion. Armstrong can, of course, prose- 
cute these persons for trespass if he so 
desires. Wreaths were, I believe, also 
removed on the occasion. On _ the 
information at present in my possession 
there does not appear to be any ground 
for action by the Government in 
reference to what took place on the 
occasion. 


Graveyard. 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
Is there any truth in the state- 
ment that the police have the names of 
the miscreants who perpetrated this 
abominable outrage, and will there be 
no prosecution? 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Is it not a fact 
that the stone in question was a monu- 
ment, which cost £50, and was erected 
by a relative of the deceased person? 
Will the right honourable Gentleman see 
that the pelice make inquiries into what 
is regarded in the district as a sacri- 
legious outrage? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The police 


have inquired. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Will they now 


receive an order to make strict inquiry? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Things 


will, no doubt, take their usual course, 








1091 


Lady De Burgh’s 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Royal Irish Constabulary 
have printed instructions with respect to 
the Wild Birds Protection Acts, 1880 
and 1881, and Amending Acts, to the 
effect that the Constabulary are not 
required to enforce these Acts; and if, in 
view of the serious diminution of sporting 
and other wild birds in Ireland, and also 
of the fact that such instructions are con- 
trary to the Statutes cited, steps will 
immediately be taken to rescind these 
instructions ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: By the 
6 Will. IV., cap. 15, sec. 13, the Con- 
stabulary are expressly prohibited from 
enforcing any Act relating to the pre- 
servation of game. The Acts mentioned 
in the Question do not repeal this Statute 
or impose any special duties on the police 
in reference to them. It has always been 
considered that the instructions requiring 
the police not to enforce the Statutes 
mentioned in the Question come within 
the spirit of the Act of William IV. 
quoted. 


Mr. 8S. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): But are not these Acts intended 
distinctly for the protection of birds 
which are not game birds? Will the 
right honourable Gentleman take precau- 
tions to see that they are carried out in 
that respect? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
nothing to add to the statement just 
made by me. 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the principal coast officers of Customs 
petitioned on the 6th May, 1897, for an 
inquiry into certain alleged grievances ; 
and whether, seeing that in the reply, 
signed by the Chairman of the Board of 
Customs, it was stated that the Board 
saw no reason for appointing a committee 
to inquire into the position of these 
officers, but that the Board would be 
prepared to consider the cases of any 
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officers individually, and invited certain 
officers to send in statements of their 
cases, he will explain why the officers, 
numbering 30, who applied to the Board 
in July and August last year, have not 
yet received any answer to their applica- 
tions ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The facts are ag 
stated. The reason why no reply has 
yet been made to the individual petitions 
ig that the Commissioners of Customs 
have had larger questions of organisation 
under consideration, which it is desirable 
to settle before dealing with the points 
raised by the petitions. 


Mr. DILLON : Will a reply be sent? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, when a decision 
has been arrived at. 


SOUDAN. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer from 


what source it is proposed to meet the 
extraordinary expenditure on account of 
the military operations now in progress 
in the Soudan ? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER : I expect to have to make a 
proposal to the House on the subject, and 
I must defer any statement until then. 


LADY DE BURGH’S ESTATE. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, with reference to the order 
made by Judge Ross in November, 1896, 
for the sale of that portion of the estate 
of Ledy de Burgh situated in the parish 
of Cappamore, county Limerick, whether 
he can explain why it is that the sale has 
not yet been carried into effect, although 
the tenants offered 174 years’ purchase 
18 months ago? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The order 
of the land judge in this case was not 
made until March, 1897. I am informed 
that the solicitors having charge of the 
sale held the matter over pending 
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decisions in certain cases arising out of 
the 40th section of the Act of 1896, and 
that these decisions having been given, 
they now propose to meet the tenants 
after the 26th inst., for the purpose of 
discussing the terms of sale. 


Derry Corporation 


JAMESON RAID. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether an 
agreement has been arrived at with the 
Government of the South African Repub- 
lic as to the amount of the indemnity to be 
paid in respect of the Jameson raid; and, 
if so, what is the amount agreed on, and 
by whom is it to be paid? 


Tot SECRETARY or STATE For tHe 
COLONIES: No, Sir, I have not had any 
answer from the Government of the 
South African Republic to the questions 
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the new post office at Clones; and if he 
can state at what date the building will 
be ready for the transaction of business! 


Mr. HANBURY: An offer is under 
consideration to provide a suitable build- 
ing to be rented by the Department on 
a site in The Diamond, which is highly 
approved by the town commissioners. 
This proposal, though it is rather costly, 
is about to be recommended to the Trea- 
sury for adoption. 


DERRY CORPORATION 
POLICE TAX. 
Mr. KNOX (Londonderry): I beg to 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether (1) his 

attention has been called to resolutions 

of the Derry Corporation relating to the 
extra police tax on that city ; (2) whether 


AND THE 





raised in my dispatch of 10th April, 1897, 
printed in the Blue Book, C. 8,721. 


IRISH CLERKS OF THE CROWN AND 
PEACE. 

Mr. P. A. MHUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether a 
petition has been presented to the Lord 


Chancellor of Ireland in December, 1896, | 


by the assistants to the clerks of the 


Crown and Peace and local registering | 


authorities praying that they might have 
their appointments made permanent, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
9th section of the County Officers and 
Courts (Ireland) Act, 1877 ; has the Lord 
Chancellor considered the petition; and 
can he state whether the prayer of the 
petitioners has been or will be granted? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The peti- 
tion referred to in the Question was 
received, but the Lord Chancellor has not 
seen his way to accede to the application 
which it contains. 


CLONES POST OFFICE. 
Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to 


he can say what are the free quota for 
Derry and Belfast respectively, when 
those quota were fixed, and what has 
been the percentage of increase of popu- 
Jation since ; (3) whether he is aware that 
the quota allowed in southern towns of 
less population is greater than in Derry ; 
(4) and whether he will revise the quota 
so as to bring it into proportion with the 


| present population? 
| 


| 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The reso- 
| lutions referred to have been received, 
and a communication has been addressed 
to the Derry Corporation on the subject. 
The present free quota of constabulary 
assigned to Derry is 62, and to Belfast 
| 500, both forces having been fixed by 
| Order of Council, dated the 19th May, 
| 1897. I am informed by the Registrar 
| General that the population of Derry in 
1891 was 33,200, and that the present 
population is about 36,000. The popu- 
| lation in 1891 of the city of Belfast, as 
| now constituted, was 273,079, and the 
population of that. city at present is esti- 
mated at 304,610. The fact is as stated 
in the third paragraph, but I must point 
out that the assumption that population 
is the only factor in determining the dis- 
tribution of the free force is an erroneous 
one. The general circumstances of each 





ask the! city or county are also taken into con- 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent-| sideration in allocating this force. 


The 


Ing the Postmaster General, what pro-| free force of Derry City was increased 
gress hasbeen made with the erection of 


| 
| from 30 to 47 men in 1885, and to 62 in 
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1888, whilst the extra force was reduced 
in the former year from 45 to 28 men, 
and has not since been increased. The 
distribution of the free establishment of 
police is revised triennially, pursuant to 
Act of Parliament, and there is no power 
to undertake a further revision until 
May, 1900. 


CASE OF PATRICK DIVER. 
Mr. KNOX: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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SUGAR BOUNTIES CONFERENCE, 
Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, N,, 

Chorley): On behalf of the right honour. 

able Baronet. the Member for Exeter, | 

beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he has received any representations 
from Chambers of Commerce in India 
with regard to the _ representation of 

India on the proposed Conference with 

regard to the sugar bounties ; and, if so, 

what decision on the subject has been 
arrived at by Her Majesty’s Government? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The representations described 





Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the case of Patrick Diver, who 
was convicted at Letterkenny Quarter 
Sessions before Judge Webb by a jury, 
one of whom was not the person sum- 
moned, but personated that person, and 
that on the personation being afterwards 
discovered Judge Webb stated that it was 
a bad conviction, but that the matter had 


| 


|represented at the Sugar Bounties Con- 
ference ; 





in my honourable Friend’s Question 
|have not yet reached me; but I am 
| expecting a dispatch from the Govern- 
‘ment of India on the subject. Mean- 
| while the Government of India have tele- 
\graphed requesting that they may be 
and this I 


will, hope, be 


arranged. 


passed out of his hands and must be dealt | 
with by the executive; whether he is| 


aware that the jury had agreed to recom- | 


mend the prisoner to mercy, but through | 
a blunder this recommendation was not | 
conveyed to the judge; and whether, | 
under the circumstances, Diver will be | 
released ! | 
| 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- | 
tion has been directed to the proceedings 
at the trial of Patrick Diver at the recent 
Letterkenny Quarter Sessions, on which | 
occasion one of the jurors summoned to| 
hear the case was personated by his | 
brother. I have no information that | 
Judge Webb stated that the conviction | 
‘was a bad one, or that the facts are as 
alleged in the second paragraph; but I 
am aware that the learned judge states 
that no recommendation of the jury, even 
if made, would have induced him to pass 
a lighter sentence on the prisoner than 
that passed. The Lord Lieutenant, having 
fully considered the matter, has been ad- 
vised that the conviction is legal, and that 
the law should take its course, and has 
further decided that there are no miti- 
gatory circumstances in the case which 
would render the prisoner a_ proper 
‘subject for mercy. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 





; Sloner 


POONA PUNITIVE POLICE. 

Si WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether the District 
Magistrate of Poona and the Commis 
i of Police for the Division are 
the principal officers responsible for 
peace and good order in the city of 
Poona; whether both of these officers 
protested against the imposition of a 
punitive police; whether the Commis- 
sioner was censured for making this pro 
test ; and whether the Secretary of State 
has sanctioned that censure? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The District Manager of Poona 
and the Commissioner of Police for the 
Division are responsible, like other 
subordinate officers, to the Government 
of Bombay for the proper performance 
of their duties; but, as I have already 
stated in this House, the Government of 
Bombay are alone responsible for the 
decision as to the imposition of a puni- 
tive police force. It is not usual, nor, as 
a rule, expedient to publish the views 
of subordinate officers, on a due consi- 
deration of which the responsible autho- 
rities may have had to form their 
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opinion, but on this occasion I am pre- 
pared so far to depart from the estab- 
lished practice as to inform the honour- 
able Member that the allegations con- 
tained in his last three Questions are 
devoid of any foundation. 


Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the total cost of the puni- 
tive police at Poona is correctly stated 
at Rs. 115,207 ; and, if so, whether he will 
direct the Bombay Government not to 
levy any amount in excess of that sum! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I have on three different occa- 
sions stated, in reply to questions in this 
House, that, according to the informa- 
tion in my possession, the cost of the 
punitive police at Poona is about 
Rs.960 a month, or Rs.11,500 a year. I 
believe that information to be correct ; 
but, even if the cost should be in excess 
of that sum, it will undoubtedly have to 
be borne by the city of Poona. 


Salaries of 


DEATH OF DR. SIRCAR. 

Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he has yet received parti- 
culars regarding the death of Dr. Sircar, 
honorary magistrate and municipal Com- 
missioner of Barrackpore? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I regret to say that from in- 
formation which I have received it 
appears to be certain that Dr. Sircar’s 
death was caused by a brutal assault. 
I believe that an arrest has already been 
made in connection with it; and as the 
matter will, of course, be the subject of 
2 judicial inquiry, it is obviously inex- 
pedient that I should anticipate the 
result of that inquiry by making any 
further statement at present. 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN: Will the 
noble Lord say what steps are being 
taken in this matter? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA: I have said that an arrest has 
been made in connection with this out- 
rage, 
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UGANDA. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether it has been brought to 
his notice that a recent military expedi- 
tion in Uganda was actually sent on 
active service without a doctor to look 
after the sick and wounded, and that 
Captain Dunning, D.S.O. Royal Fusiliers, 
who was seriously wounded, lived for 
some days in great agony; further, that 
there is every reason to believe that his 
life would have beer spared had he 
received even ordinary medical aid; and 
will he explain why medical volunteers 
for this service, who could easily have 
been obtained in this country, were not 
called for?! 


Mr. CURZON: The incident alluded 
to occurred in March, 1895, before the 
present Government came into office. 
The arrangements for the expedition in 
question were made by the officer com- 
manding the troops in Uganda. There 
were at the time only three medical 
officers attached to the Uganda Staff, 
none of whom, unfortunately, were avail- 
able for the expedition, which could not, 
for military reasons, be postponed to 
admit of volunteers being procured from 
this country. The number of doctors 
on the Uganda staff has recently been 
raised to twelve. 


SALARIES OF PARLIAMENTARY 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for 
North Aberdeen, I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, having 
regard to his statement that the ques- 
tion of the salaries and appointments 
of the officials of both Houses of Par- 
liament is now engaging the attention 
of the Government, and in view of the 
desirability of an inquiry being made 
into the existing system, he will agree 
to the appointment of a Joint Committee 
of both Houses of Parliament to in- 
quire what changes are practicable, so 
as to secure the fixing of salaries in 
proportion to the nature and amount of 
the work performed, and the making of 
appointments on some system in accor- 
dance with modern requirements? 
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Tapa FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: We are prepared to assent to a 
joint committee to inquire into the 
establishment of the two Houses of Par- 
liament, but I cannot at present pledge 
myself as to the terms of the reference. 


Local Government 


NEW MEMBERS. 


The Honourable CHartes WILLIAM 
Sypney Prmrreront, commonly called 
Viscount Newark, for County of Not- 
tingham (Newark Division) ; and 

ALEXANDER Henperson, Esquire, for 
County of Stafford (Western Division) 

Were introduced in the usual manner, 
and sworn, 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 

[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), CuarrmMan of Ways and Mans, 
in the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


Ciavuse 19. 


Question proposed— 


“Page 9, line 32, to leave 
(6), and insert instead thereof— 


out sub-section 

“¢b) The local government electors for each 
district electoral division shall elect two coun 
cillors for each such division which now 
returns one elected poor law guardian, and 
three councillors for each such division which 
now returns two elected poor law guardians.” 
—(Mr. Smith-Barry.) 


Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.) resumed 
his speech, which was interrupted on the 
previous evening by the rules of the 
House. He said: I do not intend to en- 
croach upon the time of the Committee 
in re-discussing this proposal. I regard 
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it as an attempt to get in a class of 
representatives under which the so-called 
minority will be benefited. But I may 
point out that, when this Bill becomes 
an Act of Parliament, there should be 
no such thing as majorities or minorities 
in connection with the work of local 
government. I am persuaded that the 
electors, whether for county councils or 
district councils, will take a broad and 
proper view of this question, and _ will 
elect men upon their merits—men who 
have done good service and have a good 
record in their own localities. No narrow 
system of exclusiveness will restrict the 
electors in their choice. I believe the 
principle of the Amendment is wrong. 
It proposes to establish a precedeai 
which has not been introduced into the 
English or Scotch Bills. I am con. 
vinced that English and Scotch Meu- 
bers would not tolerate the introduction 
of such a clause, and I hope the Govern- 
ment will not entertain the idea of this 
Amendment. Towards the close of our 
proceedings last night I gathered from a 
few observations of the right honour- 
able Gentleman. the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland that the Government were going 
to consider this proposal on the Report 
stage. If the right honourable Gentle- 
man had not made these observations ] 
should not have continued my short 
speech this evening, but I think the right 
honourable Gentleman should not hastily 
make any declaration of that kind. 
Speaking for myself, and I think I may 
say for many Irish Members, we shal! 
conceive it to be our duty to oppose it 
with all the resources and all the strength 
we can command. I believe, as I have 
said, the principle of the Amendment is 
wrong: it is not in the English Act, it 
is not in the Scotch Act, and it is 
a reflection upon the men for whose 
protection it is supposed to be designed. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON 
N.): I had the honour 
Amendment, at an earlier 
proceedings, of a similar 
perhaps the Committee will 
to say a word or two on the question. 
The same arguments that were used in 
opposing my Amendment have been used 
in opposing the Amendment of the 
honourable Member for South Hunts. On 


(Armagh, 
to move an 
stage of the 
kind, and 
allow me 
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the occasion of my Amendment we had a 
speech from the honourable Member for 
South Louth, who delivered pretty much 
the same speech in opposing the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member for South 
Hunts, and who seemed to be influenced 
and biassed by some experience he had of 
the London County Council. He in- 
formed the Committee that he and somo 
other gentlemen were elected for some 
division of London to the County Counc'l. 
They were opposed in politics, and ap- 
parently, from what the honourable Mem- 
ber said, both went into the County Coun- 
cil against the principles which they advo- 
cated outside the Council. If we had double 
constituencies for the rural districts, a 
similar misfortune might arise, although 
I do not anticipate that in Ireland we 
shall have such a misfortune. Accord- 
ing to the honourable Member for South 
Louth, if the same constituency in Ire- 
land elected him and myself, that consti- 
tuency would pratically cease to be re- 
presented. That is not so; we would 
not nullify each other. If the safety 
of the British Empire were in question, 
that might be so; but, on all matters 
which affect the welfare of Ireland, I 
am happy to say that I would find my- 
self in the same Lobby as the honourable 
Member. Then would be seen the edify- 
ing spectacle of the Unionist lamb and 
the Home Rule tiger walking peaceably 
together into the Division Lobbies. 


*Mr. M. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): The 
Unionist lamb would be inside the Home 
Rule tiger. 


Cotonenh SAUNDERSON: TI look for- 
ward with great confidence to the future 
of these boards. I hope the good sense 
of the gentlemen elected to represent 
the constituencies will prevent them 
taking opposite sides in these councils 
simply because one happens to be a 
Unionist and one » Home Ruler, one a 
non-ratepayer and the other a rate- 
payer. They will, I hope, consider the 
matters that come before them from the 
point of view as to whether or not it 
would be a good thing for the county and 
the people whom they _ represent. 
li we have only single constituencies 
the result will be that if two 
men stand, one a Home Ruler and 
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the other a Unionist, undoubtedly the 
electors of that division will stand by 
the man of their own political colour ; 
but, if two candidates are standing for 
the division, the electors will say, “We 
will elect the man of our own political 
colour, and if the other man is likely to 
make a good local representative and do 
the work, we will give him a vote as well.” 
This is not a question of a landlord 
minority ; it is not a landlords’ question 
at all; it is a ratepayers’ question, and, 
from my knowledge of the feeling in Ire- 
land, I can say that the Amendment of 
the honourable Member for South Hants 
and the Amendment I moved on a former 
occasion have the entire acceptance of 
the great majority of the ratepayers of 
Ireland. 


*Mr. DAVITT: The honourable and 
gallant Member who has just sat down 
has not done justice to his own intelli- 
gence in the speech he has just made. 
He has told us that there is no division 
between Members on this side of the 
House when the purpose is the plunder 
of the British taxpayer. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: I did not 
say plunder. 


*Mr. DAVITT: It is characteristic of 
the landlord class that they are prepared 
to unite with the whole of the English 
people. on the one hand, or with their 
political opponents on the other, if, as a 
result of this united action, money can 
be put into the pockets of the Irish land- 
lords. But, whenever money is not con- 
cerned, when any question of principle 
or national sentiment or liberty may be 
at stake, the Irish landlords are ranged 
on the opposite side from the mass of 
the Irish people. I oppose this Amend- 
ment on two grounds; first, because, if 
carried, it would, I think, defeat the 
object for which the Member for South 
Belfast has fought so long and so con- 
sistently—namely, to have women repre- 
sentatives on district councils; and, 
secondly, because it goes contrary to the 
obvious bargain of the Bill. What is that 
bargain? It is this: that the landlords 
and grand jurors of Ireland have, with 
their eyes open, willingly contracted to 


2X 











1103 Local Government 


sell the power they have possessed in 


local governments for so much cash, 
They are going to get the cash, and 


under this Amendment they also wish to 
retain the power. I protest, Mr. Lowther, 
that they cannot have their cake and eat 
it. This Bill proposes to provide them 
with an endowment which I value at 
£20,000,00( or £30,000,000, and, if 
they have any honest sentiment, they 
ought not to seek, in an Amendment of 
this kind, to obtain special representation 
on the district councils. I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland will stand to the 
bargain which, in this Bill, he has very 
generously provided out of the public 
purse for his political friends and sup- 
porters in Ireland. If I were in the posi- 
tion of the right honourable Gentleman 
ppposite, the mover of this Amendment, 
who is to be a beneficiary under this Bill 
to the extent of £1,500 or £2,000 per 
annum, I would be ashamed to take part 
in this Division. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I should not have intervened again 
in connection with this Amendment but 
for the remarks made by the honourable 
Member for South Mayo. I support the 
Amendment for the reason that it is 
necessary in the interests of local govern- 
ment by women. The honourable Mem- 
ber for South Mayo himself is in favour 
of giving to women a proper share in 
the local government of the country. 1 
hold in my hand a letter from the 
Women’s Local Government Society—an 
entirely non-party organisation, of which 
the President is the Countess of Aber- 
deen—in which it is stated that the 
Society is desirous of informing me that 
they have received a letter from one of 
the women guardians in Ireland strongly 
urging that steps be taken in favour of 
the Bill, which provides two councillors 
for each district, because, the letter goes 
on to say, they have had letters from Ire 
land in which it is stated that the eleo 
tors would desire to elect men to repre- 
sent them on questions of politics and 
religion, but would elect women to see to 
the sick poor. In the interests of social 
well-being, and in the interests of the 
eick poor, I ask the right honourable 
Mr. Davitt. 
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Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire 


land to support this proposal of the 
honourable Member for South Hants, so 
as to enable women to take their proper 
share in the local government of Ireland. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY vo tng 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 


(Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, Central): 
At an earlier stage of the proceedings 
the Bill, when I suggested that 
consideration of the question of double- 
member in 
should be post- 


on 
constituencies connection 


with county councils 
poned to the Report stage, in order that 
an opportunity might be given for the 
fuller formation of public opinion on the 
subject, I had in view, not merely the 
but 
also the constituencies in district coun- 


constituencies in county councils, 
I recognise that, if there are suth- 
cient arguments in favour of double 
member constituencies in the election of 


cils. 


county councils, the arguments in 
favour of double members in district 
councils are sfronger. The honourable 


Member for South Mayo has just sug- 
gested that the landlords of Ireland have 
entered into a bargain in this matter, but 
that I absolutely deny. The position is 
this: that, while we do not view with 
favour the introduction of a system of 
minority representation, or of what. have 
been called “fancy franchises,” on the 
other hand. we should be glad to see the 
adoption of a system which would facili- 
tate the retention on county or district 
councils of members of the grand jury 
class; and I have always understood that 
that desire was fully shared by honour- 
able Members opposite, who wished to see 
the grand jury class have a proper repre- 
sentation. 


*Mr. DAVITT: What the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland said, on introducing the 
Bill, was that he trusted members of the 
grand jury class would stand as candi- 
dates for these popular bodies. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 80, 
and this proposal that each elector 
should have two votes for each of the 
councils is not a proposal for minority 
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representation. The honourable Member 
contended that, while that is not a 
minority representation, it will, inci- 
dentally, have the effect of enabling a 
large number of grand jury representa- 
tives to be returned than by the single 
member system. If that is so, if that 
argument has any force, it is a great 
recommendation of the system. I am in 
doubt, however, as to whether the object 
will be achieved by the system of double- 
member constituencies, and I think my 
honourable Friends will do well to 
consider very carefully whether the 
doubling of the members of the 
council will not bring with it dis- 
advantages greater than the advantages 
which the honourable Member expects. 
I have stated the difficulties which I see 
in the adoption of the proposal. How- 
ever, Iam prepared to consider the whole 
subject on the Renort stage, and will 
approach its decision with a perfectly 
open mind; but. in the meantime I do 
trust that my honourable Friends will 
carefully consider the arguments on both 
sides before coming to a final conclusion. 


Mr. DILLON: As the Amendment is 
to be withdrawn, I only rise to say that 
the view I take and the grounds on 
which I object to this matter are nearly 
exactly the same as have been just stated 
by the right honourable Gentleman. I 
do not think that the effect of the opera- 
tion of the Amendment would be to put a 
larger number of the grand jury class on 
the county councils. The grand jury 
class can get back into some share 
of control by one means, and one means 
only, and that is by winning the confi- 
dence of the people. They are mistaken 
if they imagine they can get returned 
by having two-member constituencies, 
for if the people are determined not to 
have a member of the grand jury class 
they will not return him whether there 
be one or two members to be elected. I 
object to the Amendment because it 
would throw a considerable burden on 
many parts of the country in expense 
and in finding candidates, and it would 
injure the councils by doubling the num- 
her of members and lowering the quali- 
fications of the men to be elected. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : Why not 


get women ? 


{12 May 1898} 





(Ireland) Bill. 1106 


Mr. DILLON: That is one aspect of 
the question into which I do not care 
to enter, because I have not voted for 
many of these proposals in this House. 
The proposal of the honourable Member 
for South Belfast is. that one man and 
one woman should be returned, but I do 
not consider that feasible. Under the 
Act of the honourable Member for South 
Belfast a great many women have been 
elected to poor law boards in preference 
to men. I myself know many districts 
in which women have beaten men. But, 
coming back to the Amendment, the 
person who is liked best by the people 
will be elected in these elections. One 
of the reasons why I support this Biil 
as enthusiastically as I do is that the 
poor people will have a vote now owing 
to the abolition of the property qualifica- 
tion, and whover these poor people 
think will treat them most kindly and 
do the business of the district best will 
be elected. I am strongly opposed to the 
Amendment, as. I believe, nearly all the 
Irish Nationalist Members are, mainly 
on the grounds stated by the right 
honourable Gentleman. 


*Sir JOHN LUBBOCK (London Uni- 
versity): There is one point arising on 
this Amendment to which  aiten- 
tion has not’ been called. The 
effect which would result from increasing 
the number of representatives in each 
division would depend very much on the 
system of voting adopted. If the Chief 
Secretary decides to increase the number, 
I hope he will consider the great 
importance of introducing proportional 
representation. Several honourable 
Members on the other side of the House 
have discussed this question as if the 
effect of proportional representation 
would be to give the minority greater 
power than they otherwise would have, 
but there are many cases in which it 
would have just the opposite effect. No 
doubt it would do something to give the 
minority their fair share; but, on the 
other hand, it would secure a majority 
to the majority of the electors. The 
system of single and double constituencies 
did not secure that. On the contrary, it 
was quite possible that a minority of the 
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electors might secure a majority of the 


Local Government 


representatives. This had happened 
over and over again, and had led 
to revolutions, as, for instance, in 
Geneva and in Ticino only a few 


years ago. Reference has been made to 
the case of London. It was very remark- 
able, because at the last county council 
election a minority of the voters secured 
a majority of the representatives. This 
would not have happened under propor- 
tional representation. I hope Her 
Majesty’s Government will not only con- 
sider the number of seats for each dis- 
trict, but also the way in which the votes 
are to be given, in order that not only 
shall the minority have that representa- 
tion to which they are entitled, but also 
that the majority shall have the majority 
of representatives. I hope the matter 
will be fully considered by the Chief 
Secretary, but, after the assurance he has 
given, I think my right honourable 
Friend would be well advised not to press 
the matter. 


*Mr. SMITH BARRY (Hunts, 8.): 
After the satisfactory assurance that the 
right honourable Gentleman has given 
us that he will consider this matter, I 
ask leave to withdraw my Amendment. 
In doing so I may say that I do not look 
on this as a question of proportional 
minority-representation, or as a land- 


lord Amendment. It has met with 
great favour from many  differ- 
ent classes throughout Ireland, and 


is really a question of general conveni- 
ence rather than an Amendment moved 
in the interests of any particular party. 


Sir THOMAS GRATTAN ESMONDE 
(Kerry, W.): Before the Amendment is 
withdrawn, may I say that I very 
strongly object to it? I believe it would 
make the new bodies very unwieldy. 
The more members there are the more 
difficult it is to transact business. We 
have to look at this matter from the 
point of view of practical business. The 
honourable Member for South Belfast is 
anxious that ladies should be represented 
on these councils. I can assure him 
there is no strong objection to ladies on 
these benches, and we would be very glad 
indeed to see ladies elected. 

Sir J. Lubbock. 
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*Lorpv EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): There is no 


doubt that in postponing this proposal 
we are postponing a very important 
matter to the Report stage. From what 
the Chief Secretary has said he appears 
rather favourably disposed towards some 
change from the Bill as it now stands. 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for South Hunts will allow 
me to say, and I hope he will believe me, 
that I hope that whatever plan of repre- 
sentation may ultimately be adopted, it 
may be a plan whereby the landlord or 
Unionist class in Ireland—call it which 
you will—will not be excluded from 
representation on these important bodies. 
Although I sit on the opposite side of the 
House from his, I look upon this ques- 
tion from that point of view. This 
Amendment has been supported as a 
means of defending the landlord class 
in Ireland ; but I venture to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman to weigh very 
carefully the remarks of the Chief Secre- 
tary, and to consider whether this 
Amendment may not have the very oppo- 
site effect. May I remind the right 
honourable Gentleman that in 1885 single- 
member constituencies were strongly put 
forward by the Conservative party as the 
best means of preserving the interests 
of Conservatism at Parliamentary elec- 
tions in constituencies which are analo- 
gous to those now before us, and for 
obvious reasons! Suppose it happens 
that a landlord is very popular in a cer- 
tain district, and that you add to it 
another district in which he is not well 
known—it is very probable he would not 
be elected. The honourable Member for 
Mid-Armagh indulged in political pro- 
phecy, which I think is a rash thing 
to do. I am not going to indulge in 
political prophecy, but I venture to say 
that there is no certainty in the matter. 


It seems to me it is possible this 
proposal would work in a_ way 
different from what he thinks. He says 


that, if there are two members, people 
will split their votes and return one 
Unionist and one Home Ruler. How 
does he know? Is it not equally probable 
that if there is a Unionist or a Home 
Rule majority, two Unionists or two 
Home Rulers will be returned? These 
are probabilities of which it is impossi- 
ble to state the result. If I may express 
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my own opinion it would be that the 
landlord or Unionist class in Ireland 
should identify themselves as much as 
they can with the people among whom 
they live; and if they do that, though I 
am not a Unionist myself, they will 
find, whether there be single or double- 
member constituencies, that, instead of 
being able to preserve only the rags of 
minority representation, they will very 
likely command a majority. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I want 
very briefly to give the Committee one 
or two instances which tell against this 
proposal. The unions in Ireland gene- 
rally consist of twenty-five or thirty elec- 
toral divisions. Take the case of this 
House. When it appoints a Committee to 
inquire into South African affairs, 
petroleum, or any other important 
matter, it limits it to seventeen 
members. Does anyone imagine 
it would be better to have 34 
members! You will generally find that 
a crowd is always more cruel than a 
committee, and surely it stands to com- 
mon sense that where there is a large 
number of men acting and reacting on 
each other there must be excitement 
and less chance of fair play. We are all 
aware that a mob will do a thing whica 
an individual would shrink from. In- 
stead of this Amendment being favour- 
able to the views of the Unionists, it 
would tell against them by crowding the 
board rooms. 


Mr. W. E. H. LECKY (Dublin Uni- 
versity) : I think it should be remembered 
that there are many electoral districts 
in Ireland now returning two members, 
and which have also an ¢.-officio member, 
all working together in perfect harmony. 
It is surely very desirable that these dis- 
tricts under the new system should be 
able to elect this ev-officio member with 
out being obliged to displace one of the 
two other members whom they had 
clected, and with whom they had-every 
reason to be satisfied. The conversiva 
of one member into two member consti- 
tuencies will not secure a minority re- 
presentative if the elections are run on 
exclusively political grounds. But politics 
have naturally little or nothing to say to 
that work of the district councils. Many 
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boards of guardians are not elected on 
such grounds. It is probable that this will 
be the case in many of the new councils, 
and the probable result will be that ons 
or two members will be returned of the 
tenant class and one of the grand jury 
o: large ratepayer class. This would be 
of all things the most desirable. I hope 
the Government will consider the Amend- 
ment favourably, as it is very strongly 
supported on this side of the House. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): May I 
point out to the right honourable Gentle- 
man that one of the difficulties he men- 
tions exists in the last sub-section to 
clause 18. He will see that any elec- 
toral division divided into wards will 
in future be divided into separate elec- 
toral divisions corresponding with the 
wards, and the council will consist of as 
many members as there are now wards. 
I am satisfied to a great extent with the 
comments of the right honourable Gentle- 
man in postponing this point, but I 
would attach great importance to the 
adoption of this Amendment or anything 
like it. It would throw on Ireland the 
difficulty of finding five thousand more 
candidates. Five thousand candidates 
will be required as the Bill now stands, 
and it would be impossible to get an 
additional five thousand. The _ board 
rooms would also have te be altered or 
new ones built, and the councils would 
be very unwieldy. I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will consider these 
difficulties which he recognises, and if 
he does, he will stick to the Bill as it 
stands. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): I 
have put down the Amendment standing 
in my name in order to ascertain how 
the electoral qualifications under the 
Bill compare with the qualifications now 
in force in reference to poor law guar- 
dians. At present any person holding 
rateable property to the value of £8 in o 
union can be a poor law candidate in any 
division of it, and what I desire to know 
from the right honourable Gentleman is 
whether an elector may become a candi- 
date for any division within a rural dis- 
trict other than the division in which he 
ig residing. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh, yes. 


Mr. JOHN ROCHE: That being so, 
I beg to move. 


Question put. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am afraid 
the Government cannot accept this 
Amendment. What the honourable Mem- 
ber proposes is to shut out all the dis- 
qualifications provided by the Bill, one 
of which is that a person having a con- 
tract with the district council may not 
be elected. 

Mr. DILLON: Do I understand the 
right honourable Gentleman to say that 
any man who has a qualification in a 
district is entitled to stand for any divi- 
sion of that district? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE: That is my point. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I gave the 
honourable Member that answer, and 
I thought he was satisfied. But the 
Amendment not having been withdrawn, 
I gave my reasons for not accepting it. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): The 
wording of the Bill as regards county 
councils and district councils, with re- 
ference to this matter, is very vague. I 
may assure the right honourable Gentle- 
man that leval authorities in Ireland do 
not understand whether or not a man 
eligible as a candidate for an electoral 
division must be resident in that divi- 
sion. I understand from the explanation 
oz the right honourable Gentleman that 
he need not be resident in the division, 
but I would suggest that the wording 
of the Bill be made clearer. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is per- 
fectly clear. There is not the slightest 
doubt about it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, line 6, after ‘district,’ insert— 


“*Or has, during the whole of the 
twelve months preceding the election 
resided, and continues to reside, in the dis 
trict.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Perhaps 
it may be necessary to state why these 
words have been introduced. They are 
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almost identical with the words of the 
English Act, and, unless residence is 
made a qualification as well as rate-pay- 
ing, it would be very much more difficult 
for women to be elected to district coun- 
cils than without this qualification. 


Mr. TULLY: Would an elector who 
goes to the seaside for a couple of months 
be disqualified ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, line 6, after ‘district,’ insert— 

“* And no person shall be disqualitied bv sex 
or marriage for being elected or being a district 
councillor.” ”"—(Sir C. Dilke.) 


*Sirr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The Amendment 
which I propose to move is an 
Amendment of substance, as far as the 
intention of the Government 
cerned. I may call it an Amendment 
of form, and it is the most curious case 


not 


is con- 


of an Amendment of form being neces 
sary that I have ever come across in all 


my experience of dealing with eligi- 
bility and the qualifications for 
electors. Under the Bill there is 
an extension of the _ principle of 


legislation by reference, because a great 
number of things, which in other Acts 
have been done in the Acts themselves, 
are now proposed to be done by an Order 
in Council, which is to come before the 
House afterwards. Now, Sir, the case 
I have to put before the Committee is 
a@ much stronger one than the ordinary 
one to which I have referred. In this 
particular case no ordinary human being 
will be able to make out what is the 
meaning of the law by perusing it, and 
even lawyers will differ about it. The 
words which deal with the subject in this 
legislation. should be quite clear. The 
rights of the electors and the question as 
to who should be elected are not ques- 
tions of opinion, and ought to be clear 
te any ordinary person. They are 


matters which cannot be referred to the 
opinion of an official, they have to be 
decided by the electors themselves, and 
it is essential that the Act should be 
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clear regarding them. The effect of the 
clause is to upset both the present law 
and the intention of the Government if 
we take the Act without the Order in 
Council as regards married women. The 
honourable Member for South Belfast 
carried in 1896 a Statute, entitled the 
Poor Law Guardians (Ireland) Women 
Act, and that Act was clear as regards 
the rights of married women. Married 
women can now be elected to boards of 
cuardians. But clause 20 repeals that 
Act, if it stood by itself without the 
Order in Council; but the Order in 
Council! sets it up again. The 
Order in Council again makes the law 
that which Parliament made the law in 
1296. The intention of the Government 
is perfectly clear. It is to include Par- 
liamentary electors, and, “in addition, 
women, who would be Parliamentary 
electors. but for the fact that they are 
women.” But they are excluded under 
the words of clause 20, to be again 
included by the “Order in Council. 
My case is no doubt a case of form, and 
the Order in Council is clear. I do not 
suppose that will be disputed. But 1 
do submit to the Committee that this is 
essentially a question in which it is im- 
portant that the definite meaning of the 
Government should be conveyed in the 
Statute itself, and the words should not 
besimply set outin an Order in Council. 
It should be clearly stated what the 
intention of the Government is in the 
Act, and then people will know exactly 
where to find it. With regard to the 
rights of the electors as to who shall 
be qualified to be elected, the words of 
the Statute should be complete and final, 
and it should not be necessary to go to 
an Order in Council at all. ~ 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: T have a similar 
Amendment a little lower down on the 
Paper, and, whilst I thank the Chief 
Secretary for accepting the first part of 
it, and inserting it in the Bill, I hope the 
Government will accept the Amendment 
of the right honourable Baronet. 


Mr. JOHN DILLON: The system 
adopted in this Bill of legislation by an 
Order in Council is, I think, entirely 
without precedent in the legislation of 
this country. The Chief Secretary in 
introducing the Bill said that he would 
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be careful to see that no contentious 
subjects were left out of the Bill and 
that only those which were not 
contentious would be left to be dealt 
with by the Orders in Council. 
There are certainly a good many in- 
stances in which he has not observed that 
pledge. Under clause 62 the Order is 
an Act in itself and a good deal of it 
is concerned with detail. about which 
contention would arise, and there are a 
good many clauses which undoubtedly 
ought not to be withdrawn from the con- 
sideration of the House. These Orders 
in Council are subsequently to be altered 
in accordance with any change made in 
the Act, and to be laid upon the Table of 
the House, and the only method by which 
the House can deal with them will be by 
moving an Address after Twelve o’clock at 
night. It means practically withdrawing 
the matter altogether from the considera- 
tion of the House. Well, Sir, in this 
Order in Council, clause 11 deals with 
disqualifications, and under that clause 
comes Sub-section 1. Now, that is a 
highly contentious subjecs of debate. 
The second sub-section is again a con- 
tentious question, and certainly one upon 
which we may have a difference of 
opinion. Then, again, there are in that 
clause several other disqualifications. 
For instance, there is a disqualification 
that nobody is to be eligible for any 
post or position of a county council 
or a district council or board of guar- 
dians who has been, five years 
before his election, or since his election, 
convicted on indictment and _ sen- 
tenced to imprisonment with hard labour 
without the option of a fine. Some years 
ago, whole boards of guardians would have 
been cleared out by the operation of that 
disqualification, and, possibly, the whole 
of a district council may be so affected. 
I consider that such a disqualification as 
that ought not to be put intothe Bill, and 
the question will have to be raised by 
Amendments to that Bill. What I rose 
for the purpose of addressing the Com- 
mittee upon, was to say that I entirely 
agree with the view put forward by the 
right honourable Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, that the enor- 
mous extension given to this system of 
Orders in Council is avery evil precedent, 
and the right honourable Gentleman 
ought, at least, to observe strictly the 
promise he gave in introducing the Bill, 
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that all contentious matters would be 
kept out of the Order. I maintain that 
in that one clause he has put three or 
four very contentious matters which 
ought to have appeared in the Bill itself. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In sub- 
stance, the English Act has been followed 
in this case. The mere fact that it is 
proposed to deal with this matter by an 
Order in Council does not prevent the 
konourable Member for East Mayo 
moving an Amendment to the clause 
dealing with the question of the disquali- 
fication, if he thinks it is a contentious 
matter. But, Sir, I do submit that this 
is not a very convenient place to discuss 
the considerations which have induced 
the Government to adopt the system of 
Orders in Council. Having regard to the 
immense length of these Orders 


Local Government 


in 
Council, the difficulty was that, if 
we had inserted clauses in the 
Bill on these various questions 


dealt with by the Orders in Council they 
weuld have endangered the success of 
the Bill, which we think it is extremely 
important should be passed this S-ssion. 
Sir, in reply to the right honourable 
Baronet, I cannot see that he has got 
anything to complain of, because when 
the Orders in Council are passed. they will 
form part of the Act of Parliament just 
as much as the Act itself. As a matter 
of fact, it appears to me that, on the 
whole, this question is clear, and that 
there is absolutely no ambiguity about 
the disqualification as to what is meant. 
I really cannot understand what is the 
nature of the complaint which the right 
honourable Baronet has made, except in 
so far as it is a complaint against the 
existing system of legislating by Orders 
in Council. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: What is the 
intention in putting it in the Bill at all? 
If the defence is that which we have just 
heard, why not say that the whole ques- 
tion of disqualification is to be dealt with 
by the Order in Council? My point is 
that the Bill says one thing, and the 
effect of the Order in Council is to over- 
ride it on that particular point, and make 
it a different thing. This is 2 very 
objectionable way of dealing with the 
question. What is to be the position of 
Mr. Dillon. 
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the ordinary person desiring te see who 
is eligible for election on these bodies? 
Is he to have to go to two different 
documents to find eligibility? I am quite 
sure that the ordinary voter will not be 
able to understand the language of this 
clause. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
prepared for a moment to admit that 
there is any difference between the Order 
in Councii and this Bill. The right 
tonourable Baronet asks, will the Orders 
in Council be contained in the Statute 
Book? I presume that, unless there is 
a special provision made, that will not be 
done. But everybody will know, by look- 
ing at clause 52, which is meant, and 
everybody will know that. this Act must 
be read in connection with the Order in 
Council. I suppose there is hardly any 
Act of Parliament—any important Act— 
which must not be read in conjunction 
with other Acts of Parliament, and | sec 
no greater inconvenience in this Act 
having to be read in connection with an 
Order in Council than arises in all the 
other Acts passed, which have to be read 
in connection with other Acts. [It is per- 
fectly clear that under this Bill no one 
will be disqualified by sex or marr.age. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman assure us that no 
person will be disqualified by sex? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The words 


are 





“No person shall be disqualified by sex or 
marriage.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
Having had some experience in the 
passing of Acts of Parliament through 
this House, I venture to say that it is 
nct in the power of the British Govern- 
ment to get a Measure of this magnitude 
through without adopting some such 
principle as the Government _ has 
adopted. I say this with deep regret. 
because it leads to confusion, and thery 
is enormous difficulty in getting it under- 
stood, having regard to the cumbrous 


and lumbersome machinery of this 
House in regard to Irish legislation. Un- 


less some method of this kind had heen 
adopted, I venture to say that we should 
never have got through it. 
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Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lyna 
Regis): I have more than once in this 
House protested against legislation by 
reference and allusion as an abuse of our 
system of legislation. Sir, the system of 
legislation by reference and allusion is 
extremely mischievous, and the right 
honourable Gentleman himself and his 
colleagues on the third Bench below the 
Gangway say that this course is only pur- 
sued because the Government dare not 
submit to Parliament the proposals they 
embody in these Orders in Council in 
their Bill. It has been again and again 
admitted that this is so, and it is now 
admitted again here. I have certain pro- 
posals which I wish to embody in this Act 
of Parliament, and if I did embody them 
I could not get the House of Commons 
to consider them, or they would not 
adopt them. I am, therefore, forced to 
put the effective part of my proposal into 
another document, and legislate by refer- 
ence. What I wish to point out is this: 
that I have heard constantly of legisla- 
tion by reference and allusion to other 
Statutes. Now, that is abusive enough, 
and that is improper enough, but how 
much more abusive and improper 
is it to legislate by allusion and 
reference not only to Statutes themselves, 
but also to an Order in Council, which 
is no part of the legislation of the 
country, but which is an act of the execu- 
tive, and finds no place in the Statute 
Book. Sir, I say that this is an out- 
rageous exaggeration of the principle of 
legislation by reference. Without refer- 
ence or allusion to existing Statutes we are 
now asked to legislate by reference to 
an enormously long Order in Council, 
which is itself as long as two or three 
Acts of Parliament. I am surprised, 
after the replies we got, that the Govern- 
ment is going to pursue this vicious sys- 
tem of making it impossible to ascertain 
what is the real meaning of the Act. 


Mr. M. DAVITT: There would 
be some point in the argument of the 
honourable Member for King’s Lynn if 
the proposal before us were to add the 
Whole of the Order in Council to the Bill. 
But that is not the proposal in the 
Amendment. of the right honourable 
Baronet. What he wants to do is to 
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make it perfectly plain to the public in 
the text of the Bill that women are quali- 
fied to represent people on the district 
council. In view of the widespread inte- 
rest taken in this question throughout 
the country, I hope the Government will 
see its way to concede this small point, im 
order that there will be no doubt about 
it at all as to the meaning of the Bill. 


*Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): I 
think there is a very practical reason for 
this Amendment, for there are five Orders 
in Council, and it is extremely difficult 
to find which are the particular para- 
graphs that apply to married women. 
In the Orders which I hold in my hand 
I find there are five different indexes,. 
and consequently the woman who desires 
to know if she is eligible to stand will 
meet with great difficulty in discovering 
what is the law. She will first of all 
have to consult the Act of Parliament, 
and she will find that she is disqualified 
because, although an Act which already 
exists does give her the necessary qualifi- 
cation, that is repealed, and that will 
give her the impression that she is not 
qualified. She will then, probably, be 
told to refer to the Orders in Council, 
but as no references are given in the 
Bill itself to the particular paragraphs of 
the Orders, it will be impossible for uny 
ordinary person to discover easily what 
the law is on the subject. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: The right 
honourable Gentleman probably has no 
difficulty in finding those words in the 
Order. Perhaps he would have no objec- 
tion to allowing them to be inserted in 


the Bill. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am afraid 


I cannot accept them. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I trust the: 
right honourable Baronet will go to a 
Division on this Amendment if the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary does not accept it. I pointed out, 
some days ago, in the course of the 
Debate, that in a matter of such impor- 
tance as this, which deals with the quali- 
fication of a large mass of the popula- 
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tion, namely, the married women, we 
should not trust to this or that refer- 
ence, to this or that Order in Council. 
In the first place, that particular Order 
in Council may not be adopted by the 
Privy Council in Dublin. The Privy 
Council in Dublin has a right—and 
I have no doubt will exercise it—to 
modify any of the clauses, and, according 
to their law and constitution, it may be 
put to the vote at the Privy Council 
whether a particular clause shall pass or 
not. There may be occasions on which 
it is necessary to rely upon an Order 
in Council, rather than to spread it out on 
the face of the Bill. But this is a simple 
Amendment to remove all possible doubt. 
In three lines it shows that there is no 
question as to whether a woman is quali- 
fied to be a district councillor, and the 
fact of her being a married woman should 
be no disqualification. Why, for the 
sake of consistency, or for any other 
reason, that simple point should not be 
put upon the face of the Act of Parlia- 
ment, I, for my part, cannot understand. 


Mr. L. H. COURTNEY (Cornwall, 
Bodmin): I have no doubt that my right 
honourable Friend the Chief Secretary 
does not need any encouragement upon 
this point. I of the 
method of proceeding which the Govern- 
ment have adopted, because I think it is 
most desirable that we should recognise 
the necessity of relieving Bills of all 
details which can be dealt with indepen- 
dently. Measure 
by Orders in Council, where it can be 
done with advantage, as in the present 
case, is, in my opinion, a very wise pro- 
cedure, and one which every foreign 
Legislature adopts. As to the Bill 
itself, it has been made as simple as 
possible by the principle of these Orders 
in Council, and I think the course adopted 
in the present Bill is a great improve- 
ment on the previous machinery. We 
have been legislating by reference of a 
most intricate kind, but in this case it is 
plain and simple, because you have all 
the supplementary provisions taken in 
order. The only thing that is necessary 
now is that the Orders shall be obtain- 
able as easily and expeditiously as any 
of the Acts themselves. Therefore the 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 
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quite approve 


But supplementing a 
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criticisms as to the confusion and doubt, 
and the possibility of not being able to 
ascertain the meaning of the Act of 
Parliament, have no real existence what- 
ever. The ordinary man and woman 
even now do not desire to consult Acts 
of Parliament, and they will not desire 
to do so in future. They will know, 
if this Bill is passed, that married women 
are eligible to sit on district councils, as 
provided by the Order in Council, and 
there will be no doubt whatever about 
the law on the subject. 


Sir H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 
E.): I have great sympathy with my 
honourable Friend who has just sat down, 
and I have also with many Members of 
the House, because I have had a very 
painful experience myself of carrying 
through the House a Measure of a similar 
character to that which is now before the 
House. When I heard just now the 
Member for King’s Lynn protesting 
against legislation by reference, I 
thought I had heard that speech before 
on a similar Bill before the House. 1 
quite agree with my honourable Friend 
who has just sat down that he must 
adopt this mode of carrying through this 
Bill.I do not suppose many Members would 
like to contemplate the prospect of this 
Bill being 40 or 60 days, as the English 
Local Government Bill was, in Com- 
mittee. I think it is to the interest of 
all who desire that this Bill should be 
passed. that we should facilitate, as far 
as possible, any reasonable arrangement 
that the Government may make. to 
narrow down the actual legislation in the 
Bill to what are beyond all question 
matters of contention. But I think this 
case hardly comes within that category. 
This has not been so clear a matter as 
my right honourable Friend who has just 
sat down seems to think, as he has 
presented it to the House. Now, when I 
was at the head of the Local Government 
Board I expressed a very strong opinion 
that no board of guardians in this coun- 
try was properly qualified unless a woman 
were upon it, and I hold the view now 
which I held then, because the admission 
of women to boards of guardians has 
been such a great success in England. I 
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was confronted, when the Bill of 1894 
was before the House, with a very serious 
difficulty, and that was whether married 
women were legally competent to dis- 
charge those duties, although there was 
no question about single women. Practi- 
cally, the law was to be enforced by the 
electors themselves, because the Local 
Government Board always declined to 
express any opinion upon that point, but 
Presidents of the Local Government 
Board, who held certain views, encouraged 
the election of married women without 
positively saying that it was legal. From 
the point of view of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, we fought that question, 
and the words were put in which my 
right honourable Friend now wishes to 
put into this Bill in order that there 
should be no disqualification either by 
seX OF i Now, I understand 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
does not object at all to these words, 
because they already appear in the Order 
in Council, I understand. 


Local Government 


marriage. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, they 


are. 


Sim HENRY FOWLER: Then it is 
simply a question that there should be 
no possibility of a mistake on this ques- 
tion. Let me appeal to the right honour- 
able Gentleman as to what he himself 
Under clause 19 he has 
distinctly enacted that— 


has done. 


“A person shall not be qualified to be 
elected or to be a councillor of the council of 
a county district unless he is a local govern- 
ment elector for the district.” 


And he has actually amended that, and 
carried it a step further by the last 
Amendment that was put from the Chair, 
namely— 


‘or 


has during the whole of the twelve 
months preceding the election resided, and con- 
tinues to reside, in the district.” 


Now, if that is right to be put in, and I 
think it is a reform, why not put the 
other question in, around which there 
has gathered a controversy, and in refer- 
ence to which there is much difference 
of opinion, although I do not think the 
efiect will be different? I quite admit 
that the Order in Council will be the 
statutory authority, but I cannot under- 
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stand what objection there can be to 
inserting these lines. I do not think the 
righ! honourable Gentleman in any way 
infringes the principle that all ncon-con- 
troversial matters shall be put in the 
Order in Council, and he will make this 
Bill clear beyond all question. At all 
events, it will settle the principle by 
actual legislation. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The cases 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
who has just spoken alluded to are alto- 
gether dissimilar. The Amendment pro- 
posed does not alter the intention of the 
Bill. 


Sim HENRY FOWLER: It is by way 
of addition. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR Un- 
doubtedly. The introduction of the 
words proposed by the right honourable 
Baronet will in no sense alter the effect 
of the Bill. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: 
together. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Bill 
and the Order in Council are to be taken 
together all through. The right honour- 
able Gentleman speaks of this as having 
been a matter of controversy, but there 
is no doubt in the mind of anyone as to 
what the law means. We have put this 
into the Order in Council because it was 
simply our object to bring up the law in 
Ireland as regards election under the 
Bill to a district or a county council 
exactly to the point where it already 
stands in England and Scotland, and 
we did it in this way purposely in order 
to avoid the introduction of anything 
contentious. In this Bill we have strictly 
carried out my undertaking that what 
was put in the Orders in Council might 
be regarded as non-controversial. One 
word more in reference to what has fallen 
from the honourable Member for King’s 
Lynn in regard to legislation by refer- 
ence. I may say that I agree with what 
has fallen from the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin, that 
this method of legislating by Orders in 
Council is, in many respects, a very 
great improvement on the old system of 
legislating by reference, which taxed so 


Not if taken 
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greatly the ingenuity of draftsmen. We, 
have attempted to do this by Order in| 
Council, in order to put it in the shortest 
form instead of having to refer to innu- 
merable Acts of Parliament, and in order 
that everything could be stated with the 
utmost clearness, and so far from this 
being a disadvantage from the point of 
view of the person desiring information, 
I really think that it is a great improve- | 
ment. 

Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): This is a subject in which I} 
take an especial interest, and upon which | 
I should like to say a few words. I am 
exceedingly glad that the right honour- 
able Gentleman on the Front Bench 
opposite has expressed the opinion which 
he has just given to the House. I confess 
when my right honourable Friend rose a 
minute or two ago, I was somewhat taken 
aback, because I regard his authority as 
very high in this House upon subjects 
such as this. But here is a common 
sense matter before us, and it seems to 
me that as men of business we ought to 
make things absolutely clear, and nothing 
could do that better than the insertion | 
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be no difference of opinion as to what 
these words should be, and there appears 
to be no difference of opinion as to what 


_ ought to be done. Let us therefore agree 


to put the words into the Bill, and then 
this vexed question will be settled for 
ever. I may say that if the right hon- 
ourable Baronet goes to a Division I shall 
go into the lobby with him. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has this House 
lost its common sense! Here is a pro- 
posal which the Government intends to 
It is in the schedule, and the 
It being as 
much law in the Schedule as it is in the 
Bill the question is whether you will have 
your law in the Schedule or in the 
Bill, and this House of Commons solemnly 
proposes to take up time and to go to a 
Division upon a question of that sort. 
Irish Members are often acoused of 
loquacity and folly, but we have never 
fallen to such folly as this yet. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :-—Ayes 125; 


of this Amendment. There appears to | Noes 246.—(Division List No. 95.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L ) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire} 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) | 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. J.B. (Clackm.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 


Doogan, P. C. 


Fenwick, 


Donelan, Captain A. 


Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Charles 


Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ea. 
Joicey, Sir James 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
\Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnS7v. 
Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Lambert, George 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 








Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Begg, Ferdinand Fa'thfull 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir Jno. Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) | 


Clough, Walter Owen 
Commins, Andrew 
Cozens-Hardy, H. H. 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Fe: guson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt.Hn.SirH. (Wol’tn) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Greene, W.Raymonde-(Cambs. ) 
Grey, Sir Edw. (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Havne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 

Hudson, Geo. Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
McEwan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 


McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrost) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George ' 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 


: O'Malley, William 
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Parnell, John Howard 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thos. (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, A. H, E. 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John G. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.Grid W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon, Allen Benj. 
Beach,Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Brist’l) 
Beach, W. W. (Hants.) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St, John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C.W. ( Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col, E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Crilly, Daniel 
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Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 

| Strachey, Edward 

| Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
| Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert. (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wayman, Thomas 

| Wedderburn, Sir William 
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Cripps, C. A. 

Cross, H. 8. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thos. (Sligo, 8.) 
Currie, Sir Donald 
Curzon,Rt.Hn.G.N.(Lane SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks.) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
| Ffrench, Peter 

| Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, W. H. 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A, B. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. A.G.H. (C. ofLond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gibney, James 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

| Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
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Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’gh) 
Woodhouse, SirJ'T(Hudd’rsf id) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr, 
William Johnston. 


Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Ed. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampst’d) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel Raliegh 
Hornby, William Henry 


, Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry CU. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 


| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 


| Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 


Kenyon-Slaney, Colonel Wm 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir Ed. (Cornwall) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 


| Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 





| 


Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R, 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’}) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt Hon. St. Jobn 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, Gen. (Antrim,N.) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim.E.) 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
McKillop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. F. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 





1127 


Morton, A. H. A. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninan 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Priestley, Sir W. 0. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert T. 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir ‘IT. (Hartlep’l) 
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Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen.F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel (Herts) 

Smith, James P. (Govan) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M'Taggart 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles E. 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Ward, Hon. Robt. A. (Crewe) 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warkworth, Lord 

Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-under-L. ) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Williams. J. Powell (Birm.) 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Edm. R. (Bath) 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wyvill, Marmaduke d’ Arey 
Wyndham, George , 
Young, Capt. (Berks, FE.) 
Younger, ‘William 
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Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T 


Question put and agreed to— 


“That clause 19 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Ciavse 20. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Clause 20, page 10, line 17, at end, add— 


* And (c) where the Local Government Board 
constitute any urban county district or county 
borough, or part of such district or borough, 
a district electoral division returning more 
than one guardian, each elector may give one 
vote and no more for each of any number of 
persons, not exceeding the number of guardians 
to be elected for that division; and (d) an 
elector shall not at the same election vote for 
the members, whether district councillors or 
guardians, of a board of guardians for a union 
in more than one district electoral division 
in that union.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR proposed 
this Amendment, and said that he had 
afurther Amendment to make to it which 
was little more than a verbal alteration. 


Mr. M. HEALY (Cork) objected to the 
proposed alteration. He said that the 
Government had put down the Amend- 
ment in a particular form—he had 
examined the form and found it a correct 
one—and then without notice the Govern- 
ment proposed to change the Amend- 


: Talbot. Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uny) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Thorburn, Walter 





TELLERS FOR THE Noxrs— 
| Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


ment. He suggested that that was an 
inconvenient course, and that it would 
be better to let the Amendment stand 
as it originally stood. Then, if on the 
Report stage an Amendment was thought 
to be necessary, by all means let it be 
made. Having examined the matter, 
and being especially interested in a con- 
stituency which would be especially 
affected by the Amendment, he certainly 
thought that it was much better as it 
was in the original form, and he hoped 
the right honourable Gentleman would 
not insist upon the proposed change, 
which was not a good one. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: To save 
time I will leave the Amendment as it 
was originally on the Paper. 


The Amendment to the Amendment 
was, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put and agreed to— 


“That the amendment stand part of the 
clause.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, line 17, add— 


“*Provided always that, notwithstanding 
anything in this Act, every urban dis- 
trict shall be entitled to the same 
number of guardians as such district 
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was immediately preceding the passing of 
this Act entitled to, and whether such 
district was constituted as one or more poor 
law electoral divisions, and the Local Govern- 
ment Board may, on the application of the 
urban district council of any urban district, 
for the purposes of the Poor Relief (Ireland) 
Acts, 1838 to 1892, divide such district into 
wards corresponding to the number of guar- 
dians returnable by such district, or other- 
wise.’ —( Mr. Horace Plunkett.) 


Mr. H. PLUNKETT (Dublin Co., 8.) : 
Iam not quite clear whether the Amend- 
ment which the right honourable Gentle- 
man has just move’ has done away with 
the necessity for mine. I see that this 
Amendment contemplates more than one 
guardian for cach electoral division. I 
cannot find any clause or consequential 
Amendment giving effect to this in the 
Bill. Perhaps the right honourable 
Gentleman will explain to me exactly 
how the matter stands. 


Mr. GERALD BAZ FOUR: There is 
no need to do that. We shall leave 
All that my Amend- 
ment will do will be to prevent its being 
for the Local Government 
Board to divide an area into single 


things as they are. 
necessary 


member constituencies for the return of 
guardians. There is no need for any 
consequential Amendment. My right 
honourable Friend’s Amendment is one 
which we cannot accept. In many places 
the electoral district extends beyond the 
area of the urban district, and the guar- 
dian representing such electoral district 
represents an area yond the town. 
The second part of the Amendment is, I 
think, unnecessary. You comprise all 
the electoral districts into one, which, in 
my opinion, there is no need for. 


Mr. H. PLUNKETT: [ am quite satis- 
fied if the right honourable Gentleman 
can assure me that, approximately, the 
townships will have the same number 
of poor law guardians that they now 
return. We do not want absolutely the 
same, but approximately. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board will take into consi- 
deration all matters which they properly 
ought to take into consideration. I think 
it would be unwise to constitute the 
number of guardians for the urban dis- 
tricts exactly. 
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Mr. H. PLUNKETT: I am quite pre 
pared to withdraw the Amendment. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Question put and agreed to— 


‘That Clause 20, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Cuauss 21. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, lines 19 and 20, leave out 
‘and if they think fit, a vice-chairman.’”— 


(Mr. Lough.) 
Mr. LOUGH: The words which I pro- 


pose to omit enable the district council 
to select its vice-chairman from outside. 
I do not object, of course, to there being 
@ vice-chairman, but I decidedly think he 
should be a member of the council. I do 
not wish to go the length of saying that 
the district council may not elect its 
chairman from outside, but I want to 
secure that, at any rate, the vice-chair- 
man should be elected from amongst the 
councillors. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
Amendment of the honourable Member 
were accepted, there would have to be a 
consequential Amendment. As things 
are, if a vice-chairman is elected from 
outside he should be considered as an 
additional councillor. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, line 20, leave out ‘or persons 
qualified to be such.’”—(Mr. Luttrell.) 


*Mr. LUTTRELL (Devon, Tavistock) : 
The object of the Amendment which 
stands in my name is to prevent persons 
sitting upon the district councils who 
are not elected. This clause provides 
that a chairman and a vice-chairman may 
be chosen from outside the council ; and, 
in addition, by sub-section (b), the 
district council can— 


“besides the chairman and _ vice-chairman, 
choos? from persons qualified to be councillors 
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of the district not more than two persons 
who shall be additional councillors during the 
term of office of the council.” 


Therefore. you may have four district 
councillors chosen from the outside. 1 
gathered from the right honourable 
Gentleman, when he replied to my 
honourable Friend, that he was prepared 
to accept this Amendment standing in 
my name by the addition of certain 
words. I am willing to accept that, but 
I think it is only fair that I should state 
that I cannot take it as affecting the 
principle which influenced me in moving 
my Amendment. My object in moving 
my Amendment is to make the district 
councils thoroughly representative of the 
districts ; and in order to do that I think 
that they should only be composed of 
members directly chosen and elected by 
the people. I think the universal opinion 
on both sides of the House upon this 
subject is that the district councils should 
be made as representative as possible. 
We are all agreed upon that. Now, here 
is an opportunity of doing so; and I 
sincerely hope that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will not oniy see their way to 
accept this Amendment, for which I 
thank them, but that also, at a later 
stage, by adding to the Bill another 
Amendment, they will not allow any 
person who is not elected to the district 
council to be chosen as either chairman 
or vice-chairman. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am pre 
pared to accept the honourable Member’s 
Amendment on the distinct understand- 
ing that in sub-section (b) shall be substi- 
tuted the word “three” for “two,” so 
that the councils may choose from 
persons qualified to be councillors of the 
district not more than three persons, who 
should be additionai councillors. 


The Amendment was agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10% line 21, after ‘such,’ msert— 


“*For the chairman shall by virtue of his 
office be a Justice of the Peace for the county, 
but before acting as such justice he shall, if he 


Mr. Luttrell. 
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has not already done so, take the oaths 
required by law to be taken by a justice.’ ”— 
(Mr Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON: This Amendment has 
to a great extent arisen out of the argu- 
ment of the right honourable Gentleman 
as to population. I would only urge 
upon the Chief Secretary that, as regards 
the rural district councils, he ought not 
to base his argument upon population. 
That argument has reference to small 
towns only, and inasmuch as the size of 
the population of the rural districts is 
left entirely in the hands of the Local 
Government Board, and that they can 
easily arrange to suit themselves, I 
think it is very invidious for one district 
council to have this privilege and another 
not. 


Question put— 


“That the Amendment as proposed stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I would 
suggest that this whole matter should be 
put off for the present in order that we 
may bring in a new clause dealing with 
the whole subject. In considering this 
point we have to consider, not merely 
the position of the chairman of the dis- 
trict councils, but also that of the chair- 
men of the urban councils. The honour- 
able Member for Mayo was rather think- 
ing that the Government had in their 
minds the case of the very small urban 
districts. When I spoke first I said that 
we should have to insert the number of 
the population. He says it is now for 
the Local Government Board to fix the 
area of a rural district. That is not 
altogether so. The Local Government 
Board, in fixing the area of the rural 
district, have to take into consideration 
the difficulties of so arranging it. In 
carrying it out it would be practically 
impossible not, in some cases, to make 
rural districts, which would be much 


smaller than the average. The popula- 
tion I had in my mind was 5,000. I find 


since then that the average population 
will be nearly 9,000. 


Mr. DILLON: As the Government 
has practically accepted this Amendment 
I will not take up the time of the 
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Committee. I will only ask him to go a 
little further in the new clause which 
he proposes to bring forward, and I 
suggest to him that “5,000” will exclude 
a great number of the districts. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: All towns 
under that clause will be entitled to have 
a town justice, and we are considering 
the advisability of choosing who shall be 
the town justices. 


The Amendment was withdrawn; and 
several consequential Amendments, in- 
cluding the substitution of “three” for 
“two,” as suggested by the Chief Secre- 
tary, having been adopted, 


The clause was agreed to. 


Cuause 22. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, leave out lines 5 and 6.”—(Mr. 
Serjeant Hemphill.) 

*Mr. ServEANt HEMPHILL: My only 
object in putting down this Amend- 
ment ascertain from the Chief 
Secretary, or the Attorney General 
for Ireland, what the object of this clause 
iss The words of clause 22 provide 
that— 


is to 


“Subject to the provisions of this Act there 
shall be transferred to the district council of 
every county district the business of any 
baronial presentment sessions so far as respects 
their district ”— 

That is quite clear— 

“and to the district council of every urban 
district, so far as respects their district, the 
business of the Grand Jury of the county in 
relation to public works, the maintenance of 


which is not wholly or partly leviable off the 
county at large.” 


And then come the words which I cannot 
understand. It may be my fault, but 
so it is, and I should like a little explana- 
tion with regard to them— 


“But the said transfer shall only operate so 
far as the business is not already the business 
of the district council.” 
lf it is the business of the district coun- 
cil, I fail to see how it could be trans- 
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ferred, and, therefore, for that reason, I 
propose, by my Amendment, to eliminate 
from the clause those words which appear 
to me to be utterly unnecessary, and 
which only embarrass it. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxrinson, Londonderry, 
N.): In reply to my _ honourable 
Friend’s remarks, I am bound to say the 
words are not necessary. The whole 
meaning of the Act is that the business 
of the district shall be transferred to 
the district councils. Having regard to 
the provisions of sub-section 3, the 
meaning is made clear, and those words 
were only intended to perfect the 
machinery for the business transferred. 
Ido not think myself that they are neces- 
sary, but they are put in as a Measure 
of greater caution. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I do not 
press my Amendment if my right honour- 
able Friend does not like to accept it, but 
I think this clause would be much better 
without these words. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: At one time 1 
must admit that I had a_ great 
objection to this clause on account of 
the restrictions placed on the powers of 
road-making, etc., in this Bill, but 
now I must confess that so far as I can 
see it does not matter in the slightest 
degree if you continue to pile up restric- 
tion upon restriction ad infinitum in this 
clause, because it is not on this clause 
that the objection arises at all; it is in 
clause 11 that the restrictions are 
expressed; and I think that the right 
honourable Gentleman, by providing in 
this section that the county councils are 
not to spend more than £50, has practi- 
cally killed the making of roads in 
Ireland, and my Amendments upon this 
point have lost their value. It does not 
matter whether by this clause you restrict 
the expense to one-fourth of the amount 
certified by the Local Government Board, 
or whether you restrict it to a one 
hundred and twenty-fourth. The whole 
question is this. I have spoken to 
several Irish Conservative Members of 
this House upon the object of clause 11, 
and the action taken by the Government 
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upon it, and I have spoken to several 
eminent Irish lawyers also, and they all 
agree that it is entirely unnecessary to 
alter the grand jury procedure in this 
matter. One gentleman told me there 
was not a case in which a landlord had 
ever put in a claim, upon the making of 
% new road, for compensation. Now, 
however, the Government proposes that 
a new road shall not be made under the 
od procedure, and, in addition, that the 
county councils shall not expend more 
than one-fourth of the amount certified 
by the Local Government Board to have 
been the average expenditure thereon 
during the three years preceding this 
Act, which will practically put a stop to 
the making of new roads altogether. For 
myself, I have lost all the interest that 
I had in this clause. My real point was 
on clause 11, and as we have been 
defeated upon that “horse, foot, and 
dragoons,” I will not move my Amend- 
ment now. I have not quite lost all 
hope that when we come to a new clause, 
which I have put down on the Paper, 
later on the Government may make 
some concession and relieve us from the 
ancient procedure in Ireland which so 
oppresses us. I do not move the Amend- 
ment upon this clause which stands in 
my name, because I feel the utmost 
indifference to the provisions of this 
clause. If the Government will amend 
their earlier clause I will attach some 
importance to this. Otherwise. I decline 
absolutely to debate this matter until 
we come to the new clause which I have 
put down upon the Paper dealing with 
the whole question of roads. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 7, leave out sub-section 2.”— 
(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON: I propose the Amend- 
ment that stands in my name. Now, 
under this clause there was no limit on 
the part of the grand jury for making the 
roads. When the grand jury in sessions 
determined to expend money in making 
new roads. the men who had to pay 
the greatest portion of the expense of the 
rate leviable for that purpose had no 
voice whatever as to the road being 
made. If that system worked so well. as 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 1136 


we have been told it did by hon. Mem- 
bers opposite, I want to know upon what 
ground the Government proposes to put 
a limitation upon these bodies, which 
will under this Bill be representative 
of every ratepayer who has to pay a 
share of the expense of making the roads, 
No man who has to pay for the work of 
making a new road in Ireland now will 
be denied a voice in this couacil, and, 
that being so, I cannot understand why 
the Government should put a restriction 
upon the councils in the matter of making 
new roads, which does not exist, so far 
as the grand juries are concerned—a 
body of much less value than the councils 
to be instituted under this Bill. We 
have heard a great deal about the large 
ratepayers, but the small ratepayers are 
just as much entitled to be considered 
in this matter as the large ratepayers, 
and you may be perfectly certain, so far 
as these county councils, who are to be 
responsible to the ratepayers for three 
years, are concerned, that if the result 
of their three years’ administration is 
not satisfactory to the electors they 
will be very soon cleared out and a new 
set of men brought in. If you are going 
to give the whole responsibility to these 
local bodies which you are going to set 
up, the only check you have upon their 
extravagance is the vote of the rate 
payers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon- 
ourable Member for East Mayo professes 
not to know, or not to understand, the 
reason why the Government has imposed 
these restrictions with regard to this 
subject. I thought myself that the 
reason had been explained with sufficient 
clearness in the previous stages of this 
Bill. I explained it at great length 
upon the First Reading of the Bill, but 
perhaps, I had better do so again. Sir, 
the reasen we propose these safeguards, 
if I may once more say 80, is this, that 
the new county councils will be elected 
by ratepayers who, in any case, pay 80 
small a rate that the rate they pay and 
the increase would be practically of no 
importance to them compared to the 
amount which they would receive in the 
shape of wages when they were engaged 
upon the work of making new roads. 





Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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What operates in the mind of the 
Government is this: we feel that the 
district councils may, under pressure 
from these ratepayers, start works in 
road-making or road-repairing, which 
would be practically in the shape of relief 
works. That is a well-founded appre- 
hersion, which is very widely felt, 
and if the Government did not 
stand firmly by this provision 
it might be very well said, and with 
justice, that they were not keeping faith 
with their old friends on this side of the 
House with regard to whom the insertion 
of a clause of this character was one of 
the reasons for their acquiescing in, and 
accepting, this Measure ; and, therefore, 
the Government will have most certainly 
to stand fast by this provision. The 
honourable Gentleman for North Louth 


said he did not attach very much 


importance to this subject. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I say, under the 
circumstances, I wash my hands of it 
entirely. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


Government, on the other hand, does 


attach very great importance to it. Now, 
I can say that if this sub-section 
is added to the Bill, we might possibly 
consider whether any concession can be 
made as to ‘the procedure of road- 
making. But, if this sub-section is not 
included in the Bill, the procedure as to 
road-making must be made much more 
strict than it is. I am prepared at a later 
stage to consider this matter, but not 
on this present occasion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Certainly, if the 


‘Government will not give way on this 


point, I should say let us wait and see 
how the clause will operate. Do the 
really suggest—do they 
really believe in their own minds—that 
the small Irish ratepayers will stir up 
first the rural council, and then the dis- 
trict council and the county councils, 
and, finally, the Privy Council of Ireland, 
to sanction extravagance in order that 
they might get wages on relief works? 
That is the grotesque absurdity of this 
clause, and I, for my part, would rather 


‘be put under sound restrictions than lose, 
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as we shall do under this Bill, the privilege 
of road-making in Ireland. I have 
spoken to a number of Irish Members 
upon this subject, and there is not one 
man who has a word to say in favour of 
clause 11; and if the Irish grand jury 
system worked so well, I do not see the 
necessity for that clause. But, let us see 
what the Government proposes to do. I 
trust, and do urge, that they will nov 
take away from us the power which is 
of vital importance to the Irish people— 
the power of making roads and of open- 
ing up the desolate mountain districts. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE: I should 
like to make one suggestion to the right 
honourable Gentleman, and that is— 
if he will not give way on this sub- 
section altogether, whether he will not 
limit it to a certain extent, as I pointed 
out in the earlier clause the other night. 
In all these matters there are two things 
to be considered: there is the expendi- 
ture for the repairing and maintenance 
of the road—the annual up-keep of the 
road; and there are the works for 
improvements which are charged on 
capital expenditure. Now, as I read this 
clause, the standard expenditure will in 
clude everything ; and, therefore, you will 
have the fact that the Local Government 
Board, in giving their warranty or 
authority under this sub-section, would 
have to start upon a basis of figures 
which, presumably, have not included any 
considerable sum for capital expenditure. 
Yow may assume that in Ireland, a good 
deal more than in England, these local 
bodies, in their early days, will ‘have to 
make good a great deal of the neglect of 
past years. It may be found necessary 
te expend large amounts of money. Now, 
under this sub-section, you will have to 
pin down these boards to an exceedingly 
narrow basis of expenditure. The full 
extent to which the clause will operate 
was, in my opinion, certainly not appre- 
ciated by the Gentleman who drew it up. 
As the honourable Member for North 
Louth has pointed out, what you have to 
consider is the development of the 
country; and there is nothing in the 
world upon which a country depends so 
much for the development of its rural 
and poorer districts, as the making of 
roads. There are many poor districts in 
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Ireland where development is necessary, 
and where the only way to develop the 
country is the making of roads, which 
are useful and necessary to the people. 
Therefore, I ask the right honourable 
Gentleman whether, as regards this sub- 
section, the average standard expenditure 
now mentioned should not be restricted 
to the up-keep of the roads so as to dis- 
tinguish it from the amounts required 
for the improvement of the roads. 
The picture which has been drawn 
of the ratepayer clamouring for 
more roads in order that he may be 
engaged upon the work of making them 
I do not attach importance to. I do not 
apprehend that that state of things will 
occur. I am inclined to think that the 
small tenant farmer, to whom every 
penny he makes is of importance, is 
rather more likely to err on the side of 
sordid economy than in any reckless ex- 
penditure or extravagance in road-making. 
It is the intelligent opinion of the 
better educated class of ratepayers who 
see the advantages to be derived from 
these matters, and who, as a rule, have 
to overcome the antagonism of the more 
ignorant who do not see the advantages 
of them before they can be undertaken, 
on which you will have to rely. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said the noble Lord who had spoken had 
made a suggestion which had no founda- 
tion at all. He said that there was no doubt 
that, as in England so in Ireland, the 
new local bodies would have to make great 
improvements in regard to the main- 
tenance and repair of the roads that had 
in the past neglected. Now, 
the noble Lord must know there was no 
part of the United Kingdom in which the 
roads were so good, and, in that respect, 
attracted the attention of strangers visit- 
ing Ireland. 

*Lorpv E. FITZMAURICE: 
not say the existing main roads were 
not good. I know well enough that there 
are some splendid roads; but there are 


been 


a great number of places where the roads 
are few and far between, and where the 
expenses of making and repairing would 
be great. ‘ 
Lord E. Fitzmaurice. 


{COMMONS} 


I did. 
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*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he was glad 
to think the Government intended to 
stand by the clause. 


Mr. DILLON said his desire was to be 
brief; and he was in hopes that there 
might have been some change of mind on 
the part of the Chief Secretary and the 
Government, after the arguments they 
had heard. He listened the other day to 
the Chief Secretary’s statement that his 
speech was so incorrectly reported that 
it could not be referred to. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I did not 
say that. I was speaking in reference to 
certain particular figures. The figures 
were so confused in the report in Han- 
sard—though not in the 7’imes—that it 
was impossible to make anything of 
them. 


Mr. DILLON said the right honour- 
able Gentleman never gave them one 
argument in support of this sub-section. 
The contention of the Government in 
regard to this clause was absurd; it was 
that, in order to carry out a corrupt dis- 
tribution of the rates—which it was 
feared would happen—there would be 
put on the relief-works the majority of 
the small ratepayers of the entire county. 
They had simply got to state that argu- 
ment to show its absurdity. 


Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.) said 
there had been a considerable increase 
in the expense of road-making. He was 
chairman of a committee of a grand jury 
that went all over the country, and they 
came to the conclusion that considerable 
expense would be necessary to put these 
roads into proper condition. Contracts 
were tendered for these roads; and it 
must be remembered that in Ireland they 
were bound by law to give these contracts 
to the lowest tenderer. He wished to 
point out that under the law at present 
it was almost impossible to carry out 
these contracts satisfactorily. He hoped 
the Government would consider that 
point. If they would insist on making 
a limit to the expenditure.upon roads 
they ought to raise this one-fourth to 
one-third. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said it would 
be well if they could confine county 
surveyors to their work solely in 
the counties. They sometimes found that 
a man would be county surveyor in one 
part and engineer in another, and then 
come in for superannuation under this 
Bill. Would the Government state that 
they would put down a clause in 
reference to this matter before the 
Report stage, or give them some pledge 
that their arguments on clause 11 had 
penetrated their minds? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
could not give that pledge. The 
Government, however, would reconsider 
the procedure in connection with the 
waking of the roads. At present the Go- 
vernment could not possibly give way on 
this sub-section. He hoped it would not 
be discussed at great length. Ample 
power was given under the sub-section to 
the Local Government Board to increase 
the amounts that might be spent if good 
cause were shown. 


*Mr. Serseanr HEMPHILL confessed 
that he thought the Government 
ought to show more confidence in 
their new county councils than they 
do by insisting on this. He could 
not agree with the Member for Great 
Yarmouth—whose knowledge was _pro- 
bably derived from the county Kerry 
—as regards the condition of the roads. 
The main roads in Kerry might be very 
good, but no doubt Kerry would be very 
much improved by suitable expenditure 
on the district or smaller country roads. 
It appeared to him that the Bill did 
limit and fetter the county council. It 
showed a great want of confidence in the 
powers of judgment and discretion of the 
county councils. It would seriously 
hamper them in the discharge of their 
duties, and his opinion was that the effect 
would be that the roads of Ireland 
would be in a worse condition than they 
were at present. He hoped that the 
honourable Member would go to a 


Division. The Chief Secretary had said 
that the Government were determined to 
carry the clause, and that there was no 
use in opposing it. If that were accepted 
as an argument. it would apply to almost 
every clause. 


{12 May 1898} 
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Mr. FLYNN took exception to what 
an honourable Member has said as 
to the roads of Ireland being the 
best in the kingdom. On that matter he 
would refer the honourable Member to 
the cyclists. Their testimony was to the 
contrary. Here and there in Ireland 
there might be good roads, but, taken as 
a whole, they were not as they ought to 
be, for the reason that under the con- 
tract system the contracts were taken 
at prices so low that they could not make 
good roads. The Irish roads were half 
starved. It was practically impossible 
for the county surveyor to exercise such 
pressure upon the authorities, and to over- 
look them, so that they might be put in 
a proper condition. They were unfed 
and starved, and he hoped the new bodies 
would put things right. There would be 
great difficulties in many instances, but 
there was no doubt that the expenditure 
would have to be increased on these 
roads. This one-fourth would very easily 
be eaten up. He could not understand 
why the Government took up this atti- 
tude in regard to local affairs; he could 
not understand why they should not be 
in the hands of the district and county 
councils. Heaven knew if there had been 
extravagant expenditure on the roads! 
But now every additional penny expended 
would fall upon the occupier; and they 
were actually told that they would cut 
off their own noses to spite somebody 
else’s face—that they would injure them- 
selves in order to do a possible injury to 
somebody else. It was really very 
childish, petulant, and obstinate on the 
part of the Government. With regard to 
some of those clauses, they might under- 
stand that honourable Members from Ire 
land on both sides of the House knew the 
local government of Ireland better than 
the Government did—their knowledge of 
local roads, works, and such things was 
far greater. He did not offer any advice 
to the Chief Secretary. He seemed to 
think that obstinacy was a virtue. Their 
progress on the Bill would be very much 
quicker if the right honourable Gentle- 
man would give way. At any rate, he 
hoped the mover of the Amendment 
would go to 2 Division. There was a very 
strong opinion on his side of the House 
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in regard to it. They believed that this 
sub-section wag utterly unnecessary. 


*Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) said 
there were cases, as once in Derrygon- 
nelly, in which every associated cesspayer 
and every magistrate voted against the 
making of new roads and_ the 
repairs of old ones. He was afraid that 
district councils and county councils 
would be slow to vote even sufficient 
money for the improvement and main- 
tenance of the roads. He himself would 
be the first to recommend the spending 
of money for the improvement of the 
country. Instead of there being extra 
outlay, his fear was that they would not 
vote sufficient money to keep the roads 
in repair. An honourable Member a few 
moments ago declared that the roads of 
Treland were very good. In that case 
there was no need to fear the next outlay. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Hear, hear! 


*Mr. JORDAN: No doubt there were 
gome that were good already, but in 
out-of-the-way mountainous places they 
were very bad, and people had the 
greatest possible difficulty in getting to 
fairs and markets, taking their produce 
there, and bringing back their require- 
ments. Under these circumstances he 
could not see why the Chief Secretary 
should refuse to listen to the sug- 
gestions made by the honourable 
Member for Louth, and other Mem- 
bers from Ireland, that the restric- 
tion of one-fourth should be changed to 
one-third, or even one-half. It was not 
fair that the county councils should be 
treated differently from the grand juries ; 
it was not fair to tell county councils 
to go to the Local Government Board for 
their assent to the making of a road in 
any part of a county. Would the county 
council not be as good a custodian of the 
public purse as the grand jury? Why 
should the county councils not be able 
to make roads in the mountainous dis- 
tricts? If, as was said, there was some 
jobbing with the old grand juries, the new 
county councils could not be worse. If 
they trusted grand juries to make roads 
and repair them he did not see why they 
should not trust county councils. This 
proposal would constantly put them 
ander the supervision of Dublin Castle. 


Mr. Flynn. 


{COMMONS} 
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If the right honourable Gentleman would 
give way there would be a great deal 
more confidence in the scheme of the 
Government than they had now. Dublin 
Castle, or the Local Government Board, 
would insist on measuring things by their 
red tape; they would keep the county 
councils 12 months before they could 
make up their minds, and the matter 
would have to be submitted to some Board 
of Works attorney of Dublin Castle. And 
all this while the money was the people’s 
own. They were to be guided by the 
advice of some paid official, who might 
not agree. Thus was the interests of 
their country jeopardised by Dublin 
Castle or the Dublin Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. M. HEALY: This Bill has been 
introduced, and certain suggestions for 
its improvement have been made by the 
representatives on this side of the House. 
One thing that strikes me is the distrust 
in the people shown by the Government. 
Tho people of Ireland are in future going 
to vote the money for this purpose out 
of their own pockets, and my experience 
of the smaller ratepayers who sit upon 
boards of guardians is that the smaller 
the valuation the more narrowly do they 
look at every project which comes before 
them at the board. I speak, Mr. Lowther, 
from my own experience, and, since the 
£8 ratepayers became members of 
boards of guardians, I can assure this 
Committee that the greatest economy has 
been observed by the guardians. A man 
of small valuation, whether on a board 
of guardians or a district council, will 
look in the most narrow and miserable 
way at every item that comes before 
him, while the man of large valuation, 
who has a large income, looks at those 
matters in a far broader and more liberal 
spirit. Therefore, that the Government 
should say that, because now a number 
of small ratepayers are to have some 
say in this matter there will be extrava- 
gance unless there is supervision by the 
Local Government Board, is, to me, 
simply absurd. I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman need not have the least 
fear of entrusting matters of this kind 
to the very smallest ratepayers in Ire- 
land, because, to my mind, instead of 
extravagance in the future, there will 
be the greatest narrowness and stingi- 
ness exercised by the small ratepayers. 
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That is my experience, Mr. Lowther, and 
I would appeal to the right honourable 
Gentleman not to insist upon this pro 
vision, but to accept the Amendment 
which has now been put before him. 1 
believe that if he does he will find from 
what comes under his notice hereafter 
that the smaller the ratepayer is the 
more stingy he will be in regard to this 
expenditure. I hope the right honour- 
able Gentleman will not prolong the 
Debate any further. The right honour- 
able Gentleman is prolonging the Debate 
by refusing this reasonable Amendment. 
If he had accepted it we should have been 
able to devote at least an hour to some 
other clause, and certainly, so long as 
the right honourable Gentleman per- 
sists in this way in declining to agree 
to Amendments put forward from this 
side of the House, we shall have to 
occupy considerable time until these 
matters are thoroughly and fully dis- 
cussed. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL (Stockton): I will 
not detain the Committee more than 
one or two minutes, but this is a ques- 
tion, I may say, that I feel very strongly 
upon, because I[ think that in our legisla- 
tion in this House in regard to the Local 
Government Bill wo have made a very 
great mistake; in fact, a fatal mistake, 
as I shall show; and under this sub- 
clause I fear we are going to commit 
the same mistake so far as Ireland is 
concerned. Now we have heard during 
this discussion, Mr. Lowther, a great deal 
about assimilating the law of Ireland to 
that of England; and I am sure that if 
this proposition was now made with re- 
gard to England there is not a single 
rural ov district council in the country 
that would for a moment submit to have 
its expenditure supervised by our county 
councils. In England I may say it is not 
the rural and district councils who are 
extravagant. It is not they, but it is 
the county councils that require to be 
supervised. I read ‘a report in one of 
the papers to-day of a most important 
Debate in one of the northern county 
councils, where they refused to take over 
the main roads and to manage those 
main roads themselves because of the 
great cost which they would incur by 
taking them over; and I hold in my 
hand a statement as to another county 
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council in a county where the cost of 
the main roads amounts to £110 per 
mile, while the same roads as managed 
by the district councils will only cost 
£64 per mile. Now I am a member, 
Mr. Lowther, of a highways committee 
in a large town, and I have also been a 
member of the works committee of a 
county council for the past nine years, 
and I will tell you why I find there is 
extravagance in one more than in the 
other. When I sit as a member of 
the highways committee in the town, I 
know whether the expenditure is re 
quired or not, because I happen to know 
the particular road upon which it is 
proposed to spend the money ; but when 
I sit as a member of the works com- 
mittee of the county council, which has 
an area of 40 miles by 20, I am in entire 
ignorance as to whether the amount of 
money proposed to be spent is required or 
not. Many men are there brought 
together who have not the slightest 
knowledge as to whether the money 
proposed to be expended upon a 
particular road is required or not; and 
what is the result? It is this: 
that in the county council—I speak 
now of the county council of 
Durham—the expenditure since 1888 
upon roads and bridges has gone 
up from £16,000 to £35,000 a year, 
It is going up at the rate of a 
full £1,000 a year, and that is entirely 
due to the fact that—and it will be the 
same in the Irish county councils—not 
a single member knows the road, with 
the exception of the man who happens 
to represent the district which is under 
consideration. Otherwise, not a single 
member of the county council will have 
the slightest knowledge as to whether 
the money has been expended properly 
or not. And this proposal, in my 
opinion, will lead in Ireland, as it has led 
in England, to very great extravagance 
in main road expenditure. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Sir, I rise 
to order, and beg to submit that the 
observations of the honourable Member 
have no bearing whatever on the 
Amendment. 





*Mr. J. SAMUEL: Yes, they have a 
bearing, and this bearing: my argument 
is that the county council has not the 
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requisite knowledge to supervise the | maintenance and construction of roads in 


expenditure. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Mr. Low- 


} 
| 
| 
| 


ther, the Committee have already decided | 


that the county council shall have this 
power, and I submit that the honourable 
Member’s argument is not relevant. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: I understand, Mr. 
Lowther, that the Amendment which has 
been moved proposes the omission of 
sub-section 2, under which the county 
council will have power to sanction or 
not to sanction the expenditure of the 
rural council—that is to say, they will 


diture if it exceed by one-fourth that 
of the average expenditure of the past 
three years. I am afraid that the 
right honourable Gentleman will find 


the Highlands of Scotland, in districts 
similar to those in the west of Ireland. 
There the parish councils and the county 
councils are most careful in their expen- 
diture, and not a sixpence is expended 
more than is necessary. The parish 
councils are even parsimonious in their 
expenditure, and if ever the matter is 


referred to the county councils the 
greatest economy is exercised. I 


would appeal, therefore, to the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland not to hesitate to 
give the rural councils under this Bill 
full powers. They must be the best 
judges of what expenditure is really 


: ; | necessary ; and, as has been said, if the 
not be permitted to sanction the expen- | 


|/ months before the matter is decided. 


Local Government Board have to be ap- 
pealed to, there may be a delay of 12 


I 


| am convinced from what I have seen in 
| the Highlands of Scotland in regard to 


out in time that the only proper way to | 


ensure economy by our spending autho- 
rities is to make every local authority 
feel responsibility for the expenditure. 
Unless you do that, I am certain that in 
Ireland, as well as in England, extrava- 
gance will follow; and it is because that 
is the result of my own experience for 
a long time in this country that I have 
ventured to make these few remarks. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
Mr. Lowther, I will occupy only a very 
few moments in speaking upon this point. 
The honourable Gentleman who has just 
sat down has referred to the expendi- 
ture of district councils and county coun- 
cils upon roads in England. I know 
something of the expenditure upon the 


expenditure in connection with the re- 
pair and construction of roads by rural 
councils and by the county councils, that 
the power should be left in the hands >f 
similar bodies in Ireland. The right 
honourable Gentleman proposes a muz 
zling process by setting the Local Govern- 
ment Board over these local authorities. 
The whole thing is absurd, and I trust 
the mover of this Amendment will carry 
it to a Division. If he does so, I shall 
certainly go into the Lobby with him. 


Question put— 


“That the words ‘a county council shall 
not without the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board approve of any expenditure in,’ 
stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 154, 
Noes 113.—(Division List No. 96.) 


AYES. 


Allhusen, A. H. E. 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arrol, Sir Willam 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baden-Powell, Sir Geo, S. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt..Hn. G. W.(Leeds) | 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Brist’]! 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 


Mr. Samuel. 


Bigwood, James 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh } 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.: 
| Chamberlain,J.Austin(Wore’r) 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | 
| Clare, Octavius Leigh | 
Cochrane, Hon, T. H. A. FE. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks.) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ. (Mane) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 














‘Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh | 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 

FitzWygram, General Sir F. 

Flannery, Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest | 
| 
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Folkestone, Viscount 


Forster, Hy. W. (Sevenoaks) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell | 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
yorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G., | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. | 
Hanson, Sir Reginald | 
Hatch, Ernest Fredk. George | 
| 


Heath, James 
Helder, Augustus 


Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 


Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 


Hozier, Hon, J. Henry Cecil | 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn aa 
Johnston, Wm. (Belfast) 


Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir Ed. (Cornwall) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverp’!) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 


Col. William 





Abraham, Wm. 
Allan, Wm. 
Allen, Wm. (Newe.-under-L.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.J.B. (Clackm. | 


(Cork, N.E.) 
(Gateshead) 


Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) | 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 


Blake, Edward 
Bolton, Thos. Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton | 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Commins, Andrew 
Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, John W illiam 


Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
agg Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davitt, Michael 
Dilke, Rt. Hon, Sir Charles 
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Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) } 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, eo —— 
Lockwood, Lieut C 

Long, Col. Cc. W. + ee Sor 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McCalmont, Gen. (Antrim,N.) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
McKillop, James 

Malcolm, Tan 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Colonel W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C, 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles B. 





NOES. 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir Ed. Temperley | 
Grey, Sir Edw. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) | 
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Mr. M. HEALY: Mr. Lowther, I| 


understand that this sub-section is pro- 


posed on the ground that the Govern- | 


ment fear extravagant expenditure as a 
consequence of the smaller ratepayers 
setting on foot what will practically be 
relief works. I believe that idea to be 
entirely illusory. The small occupiers, 
we are told, in many counties constitute 
a very large bulk of the ratepayers of 
the district, but to suppose that they are 
going to tax themselves to provids a 
road whether it is required or not is a 
mere absurdity. However, Sir, if there 
is a danger of that kind, I submit to 
the Government that such a danger can 
only arise in the case of a new road. The 
old roads of the county must always be 
kept in repair, and contracts must always 
be given out for that purpose. Those 
contracts are, asa rule, for five years, and 
sometimes they are for seven years, and 


therefore there can be no system of | they say that if the expenditure exceeds 
what I may call log-rolling amongst the | certain limits, it shall not be in the power 
smaller occupiers in any case, and cer- | of the local body to carry out the works. 
tainly not in the case of main roads. | Now, I do submit that whatever may be 
It is inconceivable that contracts for such | said as to new roads, in the case of the 
a purpose could be given out on that | repair of new roads there can be no 
principle. I have observed, Mr. Lowther, | danger. I am arguing the question on 
that under a later part of this Bill the | the supposition that the Government is 
Government propose to abolish the | open to reason on this question, and I 
existing system whereby the lowest con- | say it is absolutely impossible that the 
tract must be accepted by a district | proposal as to maintenance charges shall 
council. I am appalled to see that that | be included in the sub-section under con- 
is to be done, and. when the proper time sideration. You have so many miles of 
roads in each county to keep in repair, 


comes. I shall certainly move an Amend- 
ment saving the existing system in that 
respect. Into the reasons for that I will 
not, of course, go at present. I quite 
admit that the present system of con- 
tracts is susceptible of abuses, and I will 
put an Amendment on the Paper with 
the object of putting an end to every 
such abuse. But, certainly, the Govern- 
ment are misguided in making the propo- 
sition that the lowest tender should not 





| 





| 








be accepted. It is at the present time 
the only safeguard against jobbery. I 
think myself that it is a most valuable 
safeguard, and I, for my part, will make 
a strenuous effort to secure that that 
safeguard shall be preserved when these 
new bodies are created. But I note for 
the present that it is the proposal of the 
Government that in future the local 
authority shall not be bound to accept 
the lowest tender. Ja other words, 
having a choice of tenders, both sup- 
ported by an offer of due security for 
carrying out the contract, the Govern- 
ment propose that it should be in the 
power of the county council to say that 
the higher tender shall be accepted and 
the lower tender not accepted. Now, 
that being so, it does seem extraordinary 
that the same Government should impose 
this limitation on the expenditure of the 
county councils. They say, on the one 
hand, that the local authority may take 
the higher tender when they might accept 
a lower tender; and in the same breath 


and the county council is bound under a 
clause in this Bill to keep them in repair. 
They would be bound to do so under the 
existing law, and I hope they will be 
bound, if this Bill passes into law, to 
accept the lowest tender to keep those 
roads in repair. You have a_ perfect 
system of checks to secure that—in regard 
to the maintenance of roads, at any rate 
—there shall be no excessive expenditure 
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on the part of local bodies; what case, 
therefore, can there be for including 
maintenance charges under the limita- 
tion of expenditure which you propose in 
this Bill? We all know that the rate at 
which labour is paid in Ireland has 
enormously increased during the last 50 
years. It has not increased there, per- 
haps, so much as it has increased else- 
where; but everybody knows that the 
rate at which labour is now paid is con- 
siderably higher—and we are all very 
glad of it—than it was 50, or even 20 
years ago. Emigration and other causes 
have brought about a steady increase in 
the cost of labour, and it is to be pre- 
sumed, therefore, that there will be a 
steady increase in the mere cost of keep- 
ing the roads in repair. But, why should 
that increase of cost be taken into 
consideration as against the county and 
district councils, whether you are esti- 
mating that their charges for new works 
are excessive or extravagant. or not? I 
insist that, apart from the question of 
expenditure upon new roads, when it 
comes to a question of maintenance 
charges, it is most unfair and most unjust 
to debit as against the county councils 
in regard to their expenditure the amount 
which they are compelled by law, and 
will be compelled under this Bill, to 
spend on the maintenance of new roads. 
I trust that the Government will, at any 
rate, take into consideration the argu- 
ment I have addressed to them. I sub- 
mit that there is a valid and reasonable 
distinction between the cost of mainten- 
ance of old roads and the cost of making 
new roads; and however it may be 
urged that extravagance may take place 
with regard to new roads, it is impossible 
to argue that in connection with the 
maintenance of old roads any system of 
jobbery can exist. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Mr. 
Lowther, I cannot ask the Government 
to accept this Amendment. If the pro- 
posed words were inserted the effect 
would be that, in the case of a district 
council which had not happened to con- 
struct any roads in the three years pre- 
vious to the standard year, the Local 
Government Board would have to be 
appealed to in regard to each separate 
new road. So far from increasing the 
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liberty of the district councils, the 


Amendment would restrict it further. 


Mr. TULLY said the proposal to limit 
the expenditure of the county councils on 
roads to one-fourth the amount certified 
to have been the average expenditure 
thereon during the previous three years 


was a very mischievous and monstrous. 


one, as also was the system of accepting 
the lowest tender for work. The latter 
system had led to fraud and litigation, 
and the roads had in the end, though 
badly made, cost more than was paid in 
England for good roads. He desired to 
express his satisfaction that the Govern- 
ment were ready to depart from the 
vicious system of compelling county 
councils to accept the lowest tender in 
all cases. 


Mr. M. HEALY said that he should 
raise the question of accepting the lowest 


tender when the proper time came for 


discussing it. The right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary had stated 
that if his (the honourable Member’s) 
Amendment were accepted its effect 
would be that in the case of a district 
council which had constructed no new 
roads for the past three years the council 
would not be able to incur any expendi- 
ture in that district without the consent 
of the Local Government Board. He 
did not contend that his Amendment was 
drawn in an ideal form; the form of the 
Amendment was governed by the wording 
of the clause. But the argument used by 
the right honourable Gentleman against 
the Amendment was the strongest con- 
ceivable argument against the Chief 
Secretary’s proposal. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that if 


the expenditure on roads was likely to be 
more than was covered by the margin 
provided, the Local Government Board 
would consider the matter and act fairly. 


Mr. M. HEALY said he was not dis- 
cussing how far the Local Government 
Board would exercise their power wisely. 
If they granted that the Local Govern- 
ment Board would do everything that 
was reasonable no argument against the 
clause would remain. 
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in this clause, had admitted that there 
should be a certain margin within which 
the county councils should act without 
the authority of the Local Government 
Board. His argument was that that 
margin should be extended, and it was no 
answer to, his argument to tell him that 
the Local Government Board would act 
reasonably in every case. He hoped the 
Government would see that there was a 
distinction to be drawn between main- 
tenance and construction. In connection 
with the former, there could be no fear 
ot the abuses contemplated by the 
Government in connection with construc- 
tion. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that it 
would be quite possible for the local 
authority to require maintenance work 
far beyond the real necessities of the case. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE suggested 
that there should be a limit placed on 
maintenance, and none on construction. 
He thought that instead of patching up 
the clause. it would be better to strike it 
out altogether. and bring it up in a new 
form on Report. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As there is a 
general desire to get on with the Bill, I 
think the Amendment might be with- 
drawn. There is no scientific road-making 
in Ireland, and it is therefore most desir- 
able that some system should be estab- 
lished by which the counties could obtain 
the necessary appliances for such a 
purpose. There is not even power. in 
some cases in Ireland to purchase a steam 
roller. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR replied that 


the matter was under consideration. 


Local Government 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 16, after ‘council,’ insert 
4 : 3 
‘not being the council of a county borough.’ ” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This clause 
ig not intended to apply to county 
boroughs. The matter will be made 
perfectly clear on the Report stage. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I beg to withdraw 
my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. M. Healy. 


{ COMMONS} 
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“ Page 11, line 18, after ‘ Board,’ insert, as a 
new sub-section— 

“Every urban district council shall, for the 
purpose of any business transferred to 
them from a Grand Jury, either by this 
or any other Act, or by any ~ order 
made under the Public Health Act, 1878, 
have the same powers as respects land or 
easements of rights over land as a county 
council, and the provisions of Part I. of this 
Act with respect to the acquisition, purchase, 
taking on lease, or exchange of land, ease- 
ments, or rights, or the taking or use of any 
land, easements, or rights by a county council, 
shall apply accordingly with the necessary 
modifications.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. M. HEALY asked the right 
honourable Gentleman whether he had 
considered the desirability of modifying 
the clause in the Public Health Act, 
under which it was provided that work 
could only be commenced in the month 
of November. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 
stood to say that he would consider the 
matter. 


(Juestion put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 28, leave out sub-section 5, 
and insert— 

“(5) The council of any urban district may 
undertake the entire maintenance of any road 
in the district, the expenses of the mainten- 
ance of which are leviable partly off the county 
at large, and may so undertake upon such 
terms as may be agreed upon, or in default of 
agreement, be fixed by the Local Government 
Board. 


“ (6) Nothing in this section or in the pro- 
visions of this Act with respect to main roads 
shall affect the provisions of any local Act or 
any Provisional Order confirmed by an Act 
respecting the maintenance of any road in an 
urban county district, or respecting the lia- 
bility of the district to contribute towards 
the expenses of the maintenance of roads partly 
leviable off the county at large.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. M. HEALY moved to omit the 
words “roads partly leviable off the 
county at large” at the end of Sub 
section 6 in order to insert “any road 
outside the urban district.” 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that some 
tribunal, such as the Judge of Assizes, or 
the Local Government Board, should be 
constituted to settle disputes as to road 
charges between district and county 
councils. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he did 
not think the suggestion was unjust, but 
should like some time to consider it. 


Question put. 


Amendment to the Amendment agreed 
to, 


The new sub-sections were then added 
to the clause. 


Clause 22, as amended, agreed to. 


On the return of the CuHarrman after 
the usual interval, 


On Ciavse 23. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 36, insert at end— 


“And the amount of such poor rate may, 
if such council think fit, be such an amount 
as in their judgment will be sufficient after 
allowing for sums irrecoverable by reason of 
premises being empty, or any other cause, to 
raise or discharge not only the sum in respect 
of which the rate is made, but also such a 
sum as will meet the expenses of what is in 
their judgment a due proportion of the 
expenses incurred and to be incurred in and 
about making and recovering the rate.”—( Mr. 
Plunkett.) 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Clauses 23 and 24 agreed to. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked whether 
there was any intention on the part of 
the Government that there should be 
any severance in the future of the func- 
tions of burial boards, and the other 
functions of the rural sanitary autho- 
rity? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said it was 
not proposed to sever the duties of 
burial boards from other duties exercised 
by the rural district authorities. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY said he should 
like to ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man whether it would not be necessary 
to make express mention of their func- 
tions, because if the right honourable 
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Gentleman looked into the Public Health 
Act he would see that the burial board 
was practically elected of poor law 
guardians and the _ rural sanitary 
authority. At present they were prac- 
tically the same body discharging differ- 
ent sets of functions. Would the new 
district councils carry over the functions 
of the sanitary authorities? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the dis- 
trict councils would take over all the 
functions of the rural authorities. 


CuausE 25. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 12, line 12, add at end— 


“Rural district councils shall also have the 
powers and duties of urban authorities under 
the Public Libraries (Ireland) Act, 1894, and 
the provisions of the said Act shall apply to 
rural districts with the necessary modifications.” 
—(Mr. Clancy.) 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he did 
not think it desirable or reasonable to 
give this power to rural authorities. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Clause 25 agreed to. 


On Criavse 26. 
Amendment proposed— 


* Page 12, line 21, insert at end— 


* Provided that the number of persons other 
than members thus appointed shall not exceed 
in number one-fourth of the committee.”— 
(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. FLYNN said he had _ no 
reason to believe that the rural 
district councils would act in an 
unreasonable manner with regard to 
the appointment of committees, but the 
principle of co-option ought not to be 
carried too far. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
appointment of the committees could be 
revoked if their methods of business 
should not commend themselves to the 
district council or the guardians. It 
wag undesirable to omit the clause limit- 
ing the number of non-members, as the 
honourable Member suggested. It was 
really quite sufficient that one member 
of the district council or guardians 
should be a member of the committee, 
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30 that he might report the proceedings 
of the committee to the body to which 
he belongs. 


Mr. FLYNN said he thought the 
Amendment was reasonable that not 
more than a fourth of the committee 
should be co-opted. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, §.) said he 
did not see the necessity for the com- 
mittees at all. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
advantage of appointing them was, in the 
first place, that it would save the guar- 
dians a certain amount of time, and, in 
the second place, that they would possess 
special local knowledge, which would be 
‘very useful. 


Local Government 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Clause agreed to. 


On Cuavse 27. 
Amendment proposed— 


“That upon the merging of certain cities 
or towns in county areas the inhabitants of 
any such city or town shall not be liable to 
pay any county rate or charge for which they 
were not liable before the passing of this Act.” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. HEALY complained that these 


cities or towns were suddenly to 
be plumped down in the middle 
of a county council system with 


which they had never before been in 
touch, but no provision whatever was 
made as to the county charge. It seemed 
to him most unfair that this should be 
done without any local inquiry. He 
ventured to say that the Government had 
not fully considered the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said this was 
a point which also had to be faced in the 
English Act. If the towns were merged 
in the counties they would be liable for 
their share of the county charges, but 
it would be open to the county council to 
declare roads in those towns to be main 
roads, the towns to be responsible for 
contribution for the maintenance of the 
roads. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested to the 
Government the desirability of bringing 
up an adjustment clause. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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Mr. DILLON said he believed that 
there was a very strong feeling among 
such towns as Kilkenny and Drogheda, 
that they should be made county 
boroughs, and he could not see what 
objection the right honourable Gentle 
man the Chief Secretary could have, 
when a vast majority of the inhabitants 
desired to preserve their present rights, 
unless he could clearly show that it would 
dislocate his system. He thought at 
least he might give them an opportunity 
of explaining their reasons. He under- 
stood that a very representative deputa- 
tion was coming over from Ireland to 
wait on the Chief Secretary in reference 
to this matter. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, W.) 
said he thought in these matters senti- 
ment ought to be allowed a certain 
amount of play with regard to these old 
towns. They must remember that many 
of these towns were very ancient towns, 


many oi them having old charters, and 
having sent Members to the Irish Parlia- 
ment ; and he felt quite certain that these 
towns would object to their identity being 
lost through the action of the Bill. 


Mr. KNOX (Londonderry): I believe 
there is a strong feeling that there 
should be an administrative county that 
is not a separate assize area, and I see 
no difficulty in meeting such an arrange- 
ment. In Yorkshire the assize jurisdic- 
tion has been successfully overcome, and 
there would appear to be no_ objec- 
tion to follow the same practice in 
regard to towns like Kilkenny and 
Drogheda. Under the present system 
conflict arises between the counties 
and the boroughs. I think this ‘s 
the most unsatisfactory part of the Eng- 
lish Local Government Act, and there is 
no reason to suppose that it will work 
out satisfactorily in Ireland. The con- 
flict might be still greater where there 
are at present separate counties which 
are losing, I will not call them privileges, 
but distinctions which they possess at the 
present time ; so I venture to think that 
there is great reason for considering 
whether there ought not to be a clause 
dealing with an administrative county 
which is not a separate assize area, and I 
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cannot see any difficulty in arranging 
that in the case of the county of Derry. 
I have had a great number of communi- 
cations from my constituents, and I find 
that it is a matter upon which there is a 
good deal of difference of opinion, and it 
is a matter upon which I have not myself 
a very strong view, but the county grand 
jury is very strongly of opinion that the 
change is a mistake, and so are many 
other people. Therefore, I venture to 
say that if the Government could consider 
the matter it would be an advantage, 
because there is a strong case in favour 
of making some of these towns which are 
smaller than Cork, into separate adminis- 
trative counties, without imposing upon 
them at the same time the obligation of 
being separate assize areas. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As regards 
the suggestion of the honourable Mem- 
be: for East Mayo that these compara- 
tively small places should be made county 
boroughs, that is a proposal which does 
not commend itself to me. I must remind 
him that inlarge boroughs having a popu- 
lation under 50,000, under the English 
Act it was found necessary, in many 
instances, to merge them into counties, 
just in the same way as is proposed in the 
case of Drogheda and Kilkenny in this 
Bill. I am bound to say that I do not see 
how it is possible to carry out a large 
measure of this kind without offending 
somebody. Of course the Government 
are anxious to do that as little as pos- 
sible, but it is impossible, in carrying 
out these large reforms, to avoid offend- 
ing the prejudices or the sentiments 
of the inhabitants of particular localities. 
I am bound to say that I see great diffi- 
culties in the way of carrying out what 
has been suggested. Ido not say that 
I should not be prepared to consider the 
suggestion of the honourable and learned 
Member for North Louth at the Report 
stage, but in saying that I do not wish 
it to be taken as absolutely giving any 
pledge that I will go further than I have 
already gone in this Bill. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: As far as 
I can scrutinise the local governmen: 
terms of taxation, I believe that, while 
under this clause Galway town will bene- 
fit by the Government proposal, Drog- 
heda will lose substantially—at least, 
that is the conclusion I have come to; 
but, whilst Drogheda will lose substan- 
tially by this arrangement, I would ask 
the Government to go further than that 
of dealing with the question of main 
roads. There are a very large number 
of charges besides the main roads. Thers 
are the charges of the county secretary, 
the county treasurer, and the county sur- 
veyor, all of which officers places like 
Drogheda now possess. They have a town 
clerk, who corresponds with the county 
secretary ; they have a borough surveyor, 
who corresponds with the county sur- 
veyor; and they have a borough trea- 
surer, anda number of other officers. Of 
course, I may be told that a portion of the 
expense of these officials will be thrown 
upon the county, but on the balance. I 
think. they will rather lose. I would 
ask the right honourable Gentleman to 
provide in the clause for the general 
county at large for charges in addition 
to main roads, and to bring up an 
arrangement for substantial relief being 
given to towns like Drogheda, such as 
they would have got under the provi- 
sions of the Public Health Act of 1878. 
I have heard of no Amendment what- 
ever making towns contribute to 
boroughs. On the contrary, I would like 
to see Derry not made a borough at all. 
With a great deal of respect for thei- 
historical claims, I do not think any of 
them gain in any way in this matter of 
county boroughs. The sole question in- 
volved, to my mind, is one of taxation, 
and not a question of history or remote 
antiquity. The Government have given 
me some satisfaction, and I will ask them 
to go further, and if the Government will 
do this I beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
rather not promise that. 


Mr. J. DILLON: TI only just want 
to say that the right honourable Gentle- 
man tcok up an extraordinary position on 
this question, because the Government 
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did not contemplate with equanimity 
the throwing of additional charges on 
Kilkenny and Drogheda. That cannot be 
defended on the ground that for a long 
time past theso boroughs have not con- 
tributed their fair share to the county 
at large. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It might 
be argued. 


Mr. J. DILLON: I think this is 
a most unhappy opportunity to select to 
increas? the burdens of Drogheda and 
Kilkenny, because, whilst relief is given 
to other towns, no relief is given 
to them. A more extraordinary thing 
could not be imagined. If the right 
honourable Gentleman would introduce 
some provision which would give some 
small measure of relief to the urban rate- 
payers of Drogheda and Kilkenny it 
would be much appreciated. I do not 
want to continue this discussion, because 
the whole question will come up again 
on the schedule, but I hold the view that 
these towns ought to have their share of 
relief. The matter will be fully discussed 
later on, so I do not want to waste the 
time of the Committee. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I wish to 
point out that, in addition to Carrick- 
fergus, we have Drogheda and Kilkenny. 
As regards these I do not quite under- 
stand what the honourable Gentleman 
means when he says that he does not see 
any relevance in the question of assize in 
these cases. I understood the right 
honourable Gentleman to refer to 
the clause. After all, the Amendment 
does substantially raise the status of 
these towns, speaking generally, without 
raising the whole question of what the 
clause intends. It did occur to me in the 
course of the discussion whether it would 
be applicable to these particular locali- 
ties or not. As regards these three 
towns, which are at present cut off from 
county jurisdiction, it might be quite 
reasonable to deprive them of their 
assize juries and sheriffs at the expense 
involved in that proposal, and they 
might certainly have a strong case for 
being continued in their status of com- 
plete fiscal separation from the county of 


Mr. Dillon. 
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which they form a part. If the Govern. 
ment do not adopt that view of the 
matter there is another view which I 
think they might well adopt, and that is 
the proposal of private Bills dealing with 
larger communities in Ireland, as was 
done in the case of the borough of Bel- 
fast, where there were said to be great 
anomalies and inconveniences, and 
accordingly Belfast came to Parliament 
for a private Act, by which it largely cut 
itself off from county jurisdiction. What 
was done was this: an inquiry was 
held at the passing of the Act, firstly, as. 
regards the roads, and, secondly, as to the 
other county charges. As a matter of 
fact, commissioners were appointed by 
the Local Government Board to decide 
what would be a fair sum to compel the 
borough of Belfast to contribute to the 
county at large. Then there was a fur- 
ther provision providing that at any time 
in the future the charge could be re 
adjusted on a further appeal to the Local 
Government Board; and those are the 
terms on which Belfast has ever since 
continued. It does appear to me that 
that is a very convenient thing for the 
borough of Belfast, and a very proper 
arrangement. Ithink the same thing has 
been done in other localities in Ireland, 
and it does seem to me that there is some- 
thing to be said for the proposal, to do 
in the case of the towns I have men- 
tioned something of the same character. 
That is to say, immediately after the 
passing of the Act, an Inquiry relating to 
those localities might be held to con- 
sider what their contributions should be 
to the general county charges. In the 
case of these localities it is really worse 
than has been stated; but after this 
takes place Drogheda would still con- 
tinue to have to pay its officials ; that is 
to say, the corporation would continue to 
exist, and it would have its town clerk 
and borough surveyor, and it would go 
on having to pay them just the same. 
It is all very fine to say that the locali- 
ties have escaped the incidence of local 
taxation, but it seems to me that the 
case will be that these localities will have 
to pay double taxation, at any rate, as 
far as officers are concerned, because, 
while having to contribute the. expenses 
of the county offices, they will have to 
pay the borough officers. It is oly the 
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officers of the .grand jury that are 
abolished. I do think that the Govern- 
ment might consider this matter again, 
and see if they cannot adopt some 
method that would adjust these matters. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will con- 
sider it with other matters. 


*Mr. Sergeant HEMPHILL: A place 
like Kilkenny at present is a city. It 
has a grand jury, and it has a city com- 
mission; it has all the staff of an 
ordinary county. Will it continue to 
have all the duties attaching to grand 
Will it 
retain its sheriff? Because at present the 
writs are issued to the sheriff of the city 
of Kilkenny. I think the Committee 
ought to know what the meaning of this 
clause is, and what the effect of it will 
be upon the county and city of Kilkenny. 
In both these cases the commissions are 
quite distinct. There is the commission 
issued for the city of Kilkenny from the 
Clerk of the Hamper, and there is the 
grand jury summons. All the duties of 
an ordinary grand jury are discharged by 
the city of Kilkenny. Is this state of 
things to be swept away by this section, 
and, if so, are we to retain the whole 
paraphernalia of a separate jurisdiction 
for such places as Kilkenny and Dro- 
gheda! Drogheda is in the same position 
as Kilkenny; in every way it has an 
altogether distinct venue. [Cries of 
“Agreed!”] I believe I am quite in 
order. If I am out of order I will bow 
to the ruling of the Chair. I want to 
know for the information of the Com- 
mittee, and I am not sure that the 
honourable Member who called out 
“Agreed!” knows himself, what the 
result of this section will be on these 
particular places. I happen to know 
something of both these localities— 
experience gained in past times of my 
professional life—and I am anxious to 
know how they stand under this Bill. If 
the grand jury system remains for these 
counties and cities, and counties and 
towns, for fiscal purposes, they come 
within this section. Then, I ask the 
Chief Secretary, what is the position of 
VOL. LVII. [FourtH Sertss. | 
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these cities? Will they constitute urban 
districts in themselves, or will they be 
attached? The section does not say that. 
It says— 


“Any county of a city or town which does 
not become a county borough shall, for the 
purposes of this Act, be situated and form 
part of the administrative county.” 


One would say from that that it was 
at once merged in the whole county of 
Kilkenny or the county of Louth. I 
think it is very obscurely worded, and 
I only ask for information on the subject. 


Mr. ATKINSON: If the honourable 
and learned Gentleman is not satisfied 
with the wording of the clause I would 
ask him to refer to the earlier part 
of the Bill. He _ will find that 
those towns which do not become 
boroughs are merged in the administra- 
tive county, and he will find further 
that every urban sanitary authority 
becomes an urban district. These are 
all urban sanitary authorities ; therefore, 
they become urban districts. They are 
merged in the county, and, therefore, 
they cease to be a separate county. 


*Mr. Seryeant HEMPHILL: My right 
honourable and learned Friend has not 
stated whether the grand jury system 
will continue and the various officers con- 
nected with these counties of cities and 
counties of towns. It becomes all the 
more necessary to ask that question 
because, in a subsequent section, the 
sheriffs of these places will be abolished. 
I am at a loss to know who will execute 
the writs that are issued in cases 
of judgments, because there is a 
distinct venue. The city of Cork is a dis- 
tinct venue from the county of Cork, and 
the town of Drogheda is a distinct venue 
from the county of Louth, and if the 
sherifis of these various bailiwicks are 
to be abolished it will be a very good 
thing for the inhabitants, because I 
should like to know who will execute the 
writs. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I will relieve my 
honourable Friend from any appre 
hension on that score. The county 

2Z 
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of a city and the county of a 
town is to form part of the administra- 
tive county which it adjoins. Of course, 
its separate maintenance as a county 
would cease, and with it the sheriff. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would like to 
make a suggestion. Under the 3rd and 
4th Vic., when the Corporation of 
Wexford was abolished, and there was no 
sheriff in the town, the mayor had the 
issue of the writ, and also he served the 
writ for Parliament,for an election. That 
is now abolished, but Kilkenny is not 
abolished as a borough, nor is Galway. 
The writ goes now from this House to 
the Sheriff of Kilkenny because it is a 
county ofatown, and I would suggest, 
by way of keeping up its dignity, that 
the writ should go to the mayor. That 
is with regard to Kilkenny. With regard 
to Galway, that town was very badly 
treated by the 3rd and 4th Vic.; the 
treatment it received under that Act was 
really shocking. The ancient Statutes 
regarding it were abolished without any 
necessity whatever, but from the pure 
malice of the times. It will only be a 
reasonable compensation for that treat- 
ment for the writ to go to the Mayor 
of Galway, who is one of the most ancient 
functionaries of the kingdom. I com- 
mend the suggestion to the consideration 
of the right honourable Gentleman, as I 
feel sure it will tend to maintain the 
dignity of the towns, which I think we 
ought to do something to promote. 


Mr. ATKINSON: With regard to 
the honourable Member’s suggestion as 
to the Mayor of Kilkenny being the 
returning officer for Parliamentary pur- 
poses, I think that it is a reasonable 
suggestion. With regard to the town cf 
Galway, he must remember that the town 
of Galway and the county of the town 
of Galway are absorbed in the county of 
Galway, leaving nothing of the town of 
Galway as an administrative area; and, 
really, it is so small that there would 

Mr. Atkinson. 
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corporation. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY :I do not agree with 
what the right honourable Gentleman 
says about Galway. But there is a diffi- 
culty which I quite recognise between 
the Parliamentary and the urban boun- 
daries. As regards Kilkenny, the right 
honourable Gentleman will hold himself 
to his pledge to give the mayor the writ. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Question put— 
“That Clause 27 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I want to 
ask the right honourable Gentleman a 
question on a point that arises on this 
clause. This clause will merge three 
counties of cities into the adjoining 
counties. This clause does it for adminis 
trative purposes, and clause 45 does the 
same thing for judicial purposes— 
justices of the peace, and so on. But 
these areas have at present local 
justices. These justices are not justices 
of the counties to which these areas will 
be annexed, and this Bill does not make 
them justices of these counties. I want 
to know what will be the status of these 
justices of the peace when this Bill 
passes. The judicial area for which they 
are constituted justices will be merged 
into the counties by this Bill, and they 
will not be justices of the wider area 
from which the old area is drawn. It 
seems to me that we should have either 
in this clause, or clause 45, an enact- 
ment providing that the justices of the 
peace for these small areas will become 
justices of the peace for the wider areas. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That is a matter 
which will be considered when we reach 
clause 45. 


Clause agreed to. 


CuausE 28. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think that this 
clause will introduce a very beneficial 
change into the urban life of Ireland in 
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those small towns which are scattered 
throughout the country, but I am trust- 
ing that the Government will go a little 
further than the clause goes at present. 
The position is a little complicated by 
the financial question, which we shall 
have discussed in the next clause, and 
which I shall not raise now; but, apart 
from finance, I wish to discuss whether 
this clause takes a proper course in deal- 
ing with these urban areas. The posi- 
tion of the small towns scattered over 
Ireland is at present most anomalous and 
absurd. A town in Ireland, having a 
population of 1,500, was offered local 
government, as constituted by a towns 
commission, which gave it: the position 
of a township. The towns commission 
had comparatively large administrative 
powers, such as lighting, water supply, 
sewage, and the power of making by- 
laws, and a whole series of other matters. 
Taking advantage of the invitation, a very 
large number of the smaller towns of Ire- 
land brought themselves within the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1854. But since the 
passing of that Act there has been passed 
another Act, entitled the Public Health 
Act of 1878, which rescinded in a very 
large measure the privileges which the 
Act of 1854 had conferred, because it 
transferred from the towns commissioners 
practically one-half, and in some cases 
three-fourths, of their whole jurisdiction. 
It took it out of their hands and passed 
it over to the local boards of guardians of 
the areas in which these small towns 
were situated. That Act had this advan- 
tage: that sanitary expenditure, if it were 
carried out by the urban area itself, all 
fell on the occupiers, whereas, when the 
sanitary powers were transferred to these 
boards of guardians, the sanitary expendi- 
ture was divided between the landlord 
and the tenant, and it is that fact that 
has reconciled many of these places to 
the changes which had taken place under 
that Act. Under this Bill the people 
who vote the expenditure would have no 
interest in the sanitary work which has 
to be done. Every town in Ireland wants 
a system of sewage, which is extremely 
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bad in some of the towns in Ireland 
at the present time. All that involves 
a great deal of expense under the old 
Act; the towns would discuss when and 
how the work was to be done, and what 
it should spend in doing it. All that they 
can do at present is to send two or three 
members to a board of guardians, com- 
prising perhaps 50 or 60 members, the 
balance of whom are drawn from the 
rural area, and have no interest in the 
town, or whether it has a proper water 
supply or a proper system of sewage, or 
anything else; and in these small towns 
there have been continual conflicts 
between the boards of guardians and the 
towns. A town wants certain things 
done for its protection and its improve- 
ment, and the board of guardians is 
utterly uninterested whether it is done or 
not. In the town of Skibbereen there 
was for two years a very serious conflict 
indeed. The board of guardians was 
induced to go to the expense of institu- 
ting a water supply, and while they were 
doing that'and spending all this money 
the work was being done in such a scan- 
dalous manner that there was every 
chance of the money being thrown away. 
The board of guardians had no interest 
in the matter, and the town had to pay 
for the water supply which was being 
instituted. The town of Middleton has 
been for very many years without a sew- 
age system, and in the same way they 
have only two or three members upon 
the board of guardians, and _ the 
board, as a whole, has very little interest 
in what becomes of the town. Up to 
the present the town has not had the 
advantage of that sewage system. The 
merit of the clause is that, so far as it 
goes, it extends the old state of things, 
and gives these little towns the com- 
plete control of their own affairs; but 
what I object to in this clause is that it 
proposes to give power to one-fourth of 
the electors of a town to exclude the 
town from the benefits of this clause. 
Now, we have heard of minorities, and 
the rights of minorities, but a proposal 
that one-fourth of the electors of a town 
should be given the power of depriving 
2Z 2 
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the town of the right to manage its 
own affairs which the Government pro- 
poses to give it, certainly, to my mind, 
requires some explanation. My first 
Amendment amends that clause in this 
way: the clause, as it stands, leaves to 
the Local Government Board the option 
as to whether or not a town should be 
constituted an urban sanitary authority. 
I say that that should not be so, but as 
soon as this Bill comes into force they 
should be made urban sanitary autho- 
rities. I quite concede that that could 
be done by an Order of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but what I object to is that 
it should be left with that Board to say 
whether a town should be an urban area 
or not. I object also to limiting the 
clause to a town of 1,500 people. It 
appears that there are six towns in Ire- 
land which, since the 1854 Act was 
passed, have fallen below that limit, 


under that Act. I would suggest that 
this clause should apply to all towns 
which commissioners, and 
that they should become urban sanitary 
authorities. It is certainly a monstrous 
provision that one-fourth of the electorate 
should be able to deprive the town of the 
benefit of this clause, and that should be 
most certainly struck out of the Bill. 


had towns 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable and learned Member for Cork 
moved this Amendment, as I under- 
stand, in the interest of the small towns ; 


stitute in place of the clause in the Bill 
would be a compulsory provision, com- 


pelling all the towns, whether they liked | 
it or not, to come in under the Act of | 
1854, and become urban sanitary autho-| 


rities, with all the possibilities and ex- 
penss which that might entail. It 
appears to me that many of these small 
places might become urban districts 
under this Act, and be their own local 
authority, with all the debts and the 
obligations which will fall upon them. 
Our clause is a permissive clause, and I 
think, possibly, we might impose the 
obligations upon those towns to become 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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sanitary districts did considerations of 
mere symmetry permit it, but we could 
not venture to go so far as the honour- 
able Member suggests. The honourable 
Member is speaking in the interests of 
the towns, and he professes to say the 
provision is not a fair one. Surely the 
honourable Member, in making those 
remarks, forgot that these towns can, by 
means of a Provisional Order, become 
at any time sanitary districts, The 
honourable Gentleman says that no doubt 
there is a great benefit under this Act, 
and that any towns commissioners desir- 
ous of coming in could do so by a Pro- 
visional Order, whilst he bitterly com- 
plained of the insertion of a provision 
that if one-fourth of the electorate should 
object the town would not be entitled to 
become an urban sanitary district. That 
is not altogether a hardship. The reason 
why Parliament, as a general rule, in- 
sisted on a Provisional Order in these 
cases is that it shall not be entirely in 
the hands of the majorities. If the 
majority of a town was sufficient to decide 
this matter, why should there be a Pro- 
visional Order at all? I should very 
greatly object to that if we did not limit 
the clause to, say, within 12 months 
after the passing of this Act. At all 
events, we ought to preserve some power 
so as to provide in the clause some 
protection. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I quite admit 


‘that there isan expensive and tedious pro- 
but the provision which he would sub- 


cess by which these towns can become 
sanitary authorities, but it is not surpris- 
ing that since the Act of 1878 there has 
not been a great desire on the part of 
to become, under the circum 
stances, urban sanitary districts. The 
preat injustice in Ireland at the present 
time is that the whole charge of the sani- 
tary rules falls upon the occupier, whereas 
in the counties. it extends to both the 
occupier and the owner. I ask the 
honourable Gentleman to extend the 
time given by this clause, and I think 
that is a reasonable compromise. ! 
would ask him to what extent he pro 
poses to extend the time. There is 20 


towns 
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reason why it should not be permanent, 


but if he limits the time I will accept 
that. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) seconded 
the Amendment. He said: At present a 
small town is not an urban sanitary 
authority. Sanitary work is done by the 
officials of the entire union. If you 
compel small towns to become sanitary 
authorities they would have to employ 
their own officials, and the expense of 
that would fall on the ratepayers of the 
town—the salary of the doctor, the 
salary of the clerk, and the salary of 
the sanitary officer. At present the 
salary of the sanitary officer is borne by 
the entire union, and the Government 
have to contribute ; whereas, if you com- 
pel your small towns to become urban 
sanitary authorities, you have to begin 
new salaries for the doctors and clerks 
at a very considerable expense. There 
isanother question to be considered—this 
question of the preferential rate that 
towns under the Towns Im- 
provement Act. At present only onc- 
fourth of the rate is levied on land, and 
I would like to know from the right 
honourable Gentleman opposite whether 
this arrangement will continue—whether 
the landowners will continue to escape 
from what I consider to be a very fair 
burden, or whether occupiers will pay the 
full rate. That is a very important con- 
sideration, and we ought to know 
whether the arrangement will continue 
that the holders of land will pay one- 
fourth and occupiers the full rate. 


exists in 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): This 
must be taken with two other Amend- 
ments as one entire Amendment. It 
will read— 


“Every town shall, after this date, be an 
urban sanitary district.” 

I take it that the sub-section, as it 
stands, gives far more local self-govern- 
ment to the small towns than the 
proposal of the honourable Gentle. 
man the Member for Cork, because 
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the proposal of my honourable and 
learned Friend would assume that 
there is no option given; they must 
become urban sanitary districts at the 
passing of the Act. I know members of 
the towns would say that a large num- 
ber of them would object to become 
urban sanitary districts because of 
the loss of the agricultural grant. 
That is a very important point. 
As the matter stands there is a certain 
amount of local option, and the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Gentleman gives 
no local option whatever. You would 
override the opinion of the inhabitants. 
It would give them no choice; nolens 
volens, they must become urban sani- 
tary districts and lose the benefit of the 
agricultural grant. Take the town of 
Mallow. It is not an urban sanitary dis- 
trict ; it has no control over the sanita- 
tion of the town; but it is a township 
—l[interruption}—I really cannot hear 
myself talking. Under the present 
arrangements the boundary of the town 
runs about a mile and a half outside 
the town proper. On this agriculturai 
land the tenants are entitled to the 
benefits of the Land Act. but they lose 
the entire benefit of the agricultural 
grant. They would lose that benefit 
without being consulted, without having 
the option of saying whether they were 
willine to adopt it or not. The 
clause as it stands gives them that 
option. I do _ believe that, under 
these circumstances, a very large number 
of these towns would be _ found 
strenuously objecting to this. At any 
rate, let them have local option. Under 
the circumstances, I think that th> 
clause, as it stands, would be far better 
than the Amendment. 


THe CHAIRMAN: The Committee 
will be asked to come. to a decision as to 
the first words of this sub-section. If 
it pronounces in favour of the first 
words it will prevent the Amendment of 
the honourable Member from being 
raised. 
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Mr. HAYDEN: I am anxious to see 
towns with a larger population than 
1,500 but with a less population than 
6,000 compulsorily made urban sanitary 
districts. I think that the limit fixed 
by the honourable Member for Cork is 
rather small, because it would injuriously 
affect a few towns; whilst on the other 
hand towns with a population of, say, 
2,000 or 3,000—which in Ireland are fairly 
important towns—ought to have their 
own self-government, and be an admin- 
istrative district in themselves. Now, I 
think this Act that we are passing might 
reasonably be applied to such towns as 
those with a population of 3,000. The 
amount of agricultural grant which 
would be calculated within those towns 
would be very small ; and it seems to me 
there is an Amendment later on in the 
Paper to try to get the agricultural 
grant for agricultural land within those 
towns. It might be left permissive to 
towns of between 1,500 and 3,000, and 
made compulsory in towns over 3,000 or 
5,000. The towns of over 6,000 are very 
large ones under the Public Health Act. 
Perhaps the right honourable Gentleman 
might take the matter into consideration 
before the Report stage. 


*Sm T. ESMONDE: On this sub- 
ject there is, I believe, considerable 
difference of opinion among my honour- 
able Friends. We speak from our own 
experience. I have an Amendment 
following very much the same point 
that has been raised by my honourable 
Friend. It is said that if that Amend- 
ment is agreed to these small towns will 
lose the benefit of the agricultural grant. 
I am not at all sure that these small 
towns will gain very much in any case 
by the agricultural grant. I am rather 
of opinion that, inasmuch as the agricul- 
tural grant will only be given to agri- 
cultural land, no allowance will be made 
in respect of buildings on that land. 
Those counties will gain no advantage 
from the agricultural grant. We shall 
hear more about this point. My object 
is to maintain the independence of these 
small towns. There, as a rule, the 
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boards of guardians are so constituted 
that the representatives of the towns 
are in a small minority ; if, say, a ques- 
tion of sanitation is raised, the repre- 
sentatives of the towns are naturally 
out-voted by the representatives of the 
district. I suggest to the Committee 
that these small towns might be merged 
into these boards of guardians. These 
small towns should be made ipso facto 
urban sanitary districts, unless in a cer- 
tain period—say three months, which 
might be a fair allowance—this proposal 
were petitioned against by a larger 
number than is mentioned in the clause. 
I shall be anxious to hear what explana- 
tion the Government will have to make 
with regard to their intentions on this 
point. I do not wish to continue the 
controversy as to urban s2nitary districts, 
but I will just refer to the case of urban 
districts which have not taken advar- 
tage of these enactments. That is an 
important question, and I will call the 
attention of the right honourable 
Gentleman to the case of Gorey, a town 
in Wexford, which has a population of 
over 3,000 inhabitants. In 1618 it hada 
charter given it by James the First, and 
it had a coat of arms authenticated by 
the Ulster King at Arms, the celebrated 
Daniel Molyneux, in 1623. This town 
used to return Members to the Irish 
Parliament, but when the Act of Union 
was passed, like so many others, it dis- 
appeared from its old position. It has 
since been governed by towns commis- 
sioners who have governed it with 
success. I submit that regard should be 
had to places of this kind when we are 
deciding upon this Amendment, and that 
their identity should not be lost. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I am sorry 
I cannot agree with the remarks of 
the honourable Baronet and_ tha 
honourable Member for Cork, because 
the effect of this proposal will be to im- 
pose a great deal of expense upon towns 
of 1,000 to 1,500 inhabitants. I wish 
to obtain the opinion of the Chief Secre- 
tary upon the point. They would have 
to look after the sanitation of the towa, 
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and they would have to employ a medi: 
cal officer, as they have not done up to 
the present time, and if they have to 
keep the roads in repair it will be neces- 
sary for them to have an engineer. I 
want to ask the Chief Secretary a ques- 
tion to which I hope he will be good 
enough to pay attention. A sealed order 
wag sent from the Local Government 
Board to a great many boards of guar- 
diang in Ireland about a month since as 
to creating a number of towns urban 
sanitary districts. What is the meaning 
of this sealed order? I do not under- 
stand; and I should like to have an ex- 
planation or an opinion from the right 
honourable Gentleman as to what is the 
meaning of this sealed order being sent 
down from the Local Government to sv 
many boards of guardians in Ireland. It 
was sent, for instance, to Castleblaney 
and Carrickmacross, cutting them off from 
the rural districts which they were con- 
nected with before, and the people in 
the towns I have mentioned are not at 
all satisfied, as they believe that in 
future they will have to do their own 
sanitary business and to look after the 
roads. If so, it would involve a great 
deal of expense, and the charge would 
come on a small number of the inhahi- 
tants under the sealed order for work 
hitherto done by the grand jury. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I believe 
there is some misconception on this point. 
Ihave made inquiries, and find that there 
was an order from the Local Govern- 
ment Board as to boundaries, and that is 
possibly the one to which the honour- 
able Member refers ; but unless I actually 
saw the order I could not express a defi- 
nite opinion upon the matter. 


Mr. DALY: I merely rose for the 
purpose of getting some informativa 
from the right honourable Gentleman, 
who seems to be scarcely aware that this 
sealed order was sent down. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not see how 
the question of this sealed order having 
been sent can have any bearing upon the 


{12 May 1898} 





(dreland) Bill. 1178 


clause we are now discussing, for, of 
course, this Bill has not yet come into 
operation. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): Mr. 
Lowther, I object to this Amendment, 
first because of the shape and form and 
manner in which it has been proposed. 
I object to it again because it will injure 
a large number of my constituents by 
placing them outside the present financia! 
arrangements and depriving them as to 
a certain area of the benefit of the 
Government grant. On these grounds I 
shall certainly strongly resist the 
Amendment proposed by the honour- 
able and learned Member. I think if 
the honourable and learned Member had 
some experience of rural life he would 
know a little more of the requirements 
of rural life; but I think the honourable 
and learned Member must pass his tim: 
in some large city, and that his know- 
ledge of rural affairs is very limited 
indeed. He instanced a case of boards of 
guardians who were indifferent to the 
wants of certain towns. Now, I have 
had some experience of boards of guar- 
dians, and I know this, that whenever any 
complaint as to a sanitary defect came 
in there was no desire on the part of the 
guardians to delay doing their utmost to 
provide a remedy. They were always most 
anxious to do so whenever a complaint 
was made, and I know there was no 
hesitation in expending money for the 
purpose, because it would cost the own 
nothing, and only affected the area. They 
could tax the area, and these people who 
desired to be benefited would have to 
pay the piper; and that being so, I de 
not know of any reason or inducement 
to compel the guardians, as the rural 
authority, to do anything injurious to 
the people in the town at all. I there- 
fore hold that the honourable and 
learned Member who has proposed this 
Amendment is aiming a very serious blow 
at the rural authorities throughout the 
country. They certainly ought to be left 
free to decide what they wish to do, for 
they know their needs a great deal 
better than the honourable Member for 
Cork City can do. And I think that, in 
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making this proposal, he shows very 
little of the Home Ruler ; for, in the first 
place, he desires to bring in the element 
of compulsion, and, in the next place, he 
would inflict a burden upon people who 
do not wish for any new burden, because 
they are pretty well overloaded at 
present. And therefore, Mr. Lowther, I 
have great pleasure in supporting the 
Government on this occasion. It is very 
pleasant to me to be able to afford to do 
so at the present time, for it shows that 
there is some amount of sense in what 
I have said. I am, in the first place, an 
advocate of the Home Rule principle, on 
which I was sent to this House. In the 
next place, I am trying to prevent a certain 
number of my constituents from being 
deprived of the benefit of the agricultural 
grant, and that is something too. There- 
fore, I hope the Chief Secretary will not 
listen to any blandishments from this 
side. I believe there will be some wily 
inducements thrown out by honourable 
and learned Members, who will attempt 
a solution of this difficulty by asking the 
right honourable Gentleman to consider 
a certain limit of population ; but I warn 
the Chief Secretary not to do that. 


Local Government 


Mr. LOUGH: I think, Mr. Low- 
ther, that there is a great deal 
in some of the objections which have 
been raised to the Amendment, and that 
if the Chief Secretary would agree to 
withdraw the time limit—‘‘within 12 
months after the passing of this Act ”— 
I would suggest that the honourable 
Member for Cork City might withdraw 
his Amendment, and accept the clause 
as it stands in the Bill, with the time 
limit alone removed. I think the right 
honourable Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill has already thrown out a hint that 
he would justify, if not abandon, the 
time limit, and admit an Amendment of 
that kind. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will agree 
to the proposal not to exclude agricul- 
tural land from the benefit of the Act, 
because otherwise it will inevitably lead 
to questions relating to these towns being 
Mr. Murnaghan. 
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considered solely, not with regard to 
the benefit of the people themselves, but 
as to how they will affect the agricultural 
grant. I am glad, Mr. Lowther, for that 
reason, that this discussion has taken 
place, and I have no doubt the right 
honourable Gentleman has had represen- 
tations made to him in this sense. I 
am afraid that I am not convinced by 
the objections raised to this Amendment, 
for I believe it is in the interest of all 
towns to have in their own hands com- 
plete control of their own affairs. | 
believe that even if it at first involved 
some small pecuniary loss to some towns, 
the gain in having control over their own 
sanitation, and in having the complete 
management of their own affairs in their 
own hands would more than compensate 
them for any expense which might be 
incurred. I recognise, however, in view 
of this discussion, and the various 
expressions of opinion which have 
been given on this question, that 
I could not expect the Government 
to accept the Amendment, and I shall 
be prepared to accept the proposal which 
has just been made by my honourable 
Friend the Member for Islington, that I 
should ask leave to withdraw this Amend- 
ment, on the understanding that the time 
limitation will be removed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Before the 
Amendment is withdrawn I should like 
to add one word. I think that when the 
small towns come to realise the con- 
ditions in regard to sharing in the agri- 
cultural grant, it is hardly probable that 
they will desire to become urban sanitary 
authorities. The Committee will already 
have gathered that we attach very great 
importance to the clause dealing with 
this matter in the financial part of the 
Bill. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 13, line 29, to leave out ‘one’ and 
insert ‘three.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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The following Amendment stood in the } 
name of Mr. Maurice Healy— 


“Page 13, line 37, leave out from ‘order’ 
to ‘an’ in line 38, and insert ‘fixing the day 
after which a town shall be.’” 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I do not pro- 
pose to move the next Amendment stand- 
ing in my name, but I would ask tae 
Government not to insist on preserving 
the provision that the guardians of the 
union may stop the operation of the 
clause. That is one of the chief dangers 
to be apprehended from this clause. The 
guardians will always be tempted to step 
in and prevent its operation. Whatever 
may be said in favour of allowing one- 
fourth of the inhabitants to effectively 
object, I think the right honourable 
Gentleman will see that there is no justi- 
fication for giving the same powers to 
a board of guardians, who may have, I 
will not say a hostile interest, but an 
interest which is not the same as that 
of the inhabitants of the town. As I 
understand the clause, its whole effect 
can be nullified by the mere presentation 
of a petition by any board of guardians. 
I hope the Government will not insist 


on that. I beg to move to omit that 
part of the clause. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 13, lines 32 and 33, to omit the 
words ‘or from the guardians of the unions 
comprising the town, or any part thereof.’ ”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think we can very well leave the guar- 
dians out of consideration. The object 
of adopting the procedure of Provisional 
Order is really to secure that all sides 
shall be heard, and certainly I think the 
boards of guardians, representing the 
interests of surrounding districts, are 
entitled to be heard. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I would only 
suggest that the interests of surrounding 
districts are not the interests of the town. 
It is quite right that the guardians 
should be heard on the question of 
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boundaries, and so forth, but to say that 
the guardians should be heard on the 
question whether or not a town should 
be constituted an urban sanitary district 
is, I think, to give the guardians a power 
whick they ought not to have. 


Mr. TULLY: I hope the Govern- 
ment will in this matter, 
because this part of the clause is contrary 
to the principle we have already adopted, 
of giving to a local community the 
largest possible amount of option. It is 
quite obvious that this power ought not 
to be given to guardians representing 
some Cistrict 10 or 12 miles away from 
the town. Instead of regarding the local 
feeling of the town itself, they would 
consult some fancied interest of their 
own. The inhabitants of a small town 
would not wish to incur the expense of 
becoming an urban sanitary district 
unless they thought it their interest to 
do so, and it is unjustifiable that their 
wishes should be permitted to be thwarted 
by some board having no knowledge of 
local needs and wishes. 


give way 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: To omit 
these words altogether would be to 
deprive rural districts of any voice what- 
ever in the formation of an urban sani- 
tary district which might affect their 
interests. I do not think that that would 
be fair. If honourable Gentlemen prefer 
it, we might substitute for “ guardians of 
the union” the words “rural district 
council.” Beyond that alteration I am 
not prepared to go. 


Mr. DALY: In many instances guar- 
dians may have gone to considerable 
expense in setting up machinery which 
would be rendered absolutely useless by 
a particular town being made an urban 
sanitary district. Therefore, I think it is 
only fair that guardians should have a 
right to be heard. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.) : 
There is a great deal to be said on both 
sides of this question from a sanitary point 
of view. While it is, no doubt, desirable 
to encourage the small towns to take 
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greater interest in matters of sanitation, 


at the same time there are many of them 
so situated that the interests, not simply 
of a particular town, but of a consider- 
able surrounding locality, would be 
affected by the proposal to make the 
town an urban sanitary district. There- 
fore it seems to me desirable that the 
guardians of the union should be given 
the right to interfere, so that they may 
safecuard interests outside those of the 
town itself. We may take, as an illus- 
tration, the question of water supply. 
Cases may occur in which a small town, 
if it became an urban sanitary district, 
might set up a water supply of its own, 
instead of considering, in a general 
scheme, the necessities of the localities 
in its immediate neighbourhood. In such 
cases the boards of guardians should 
surely have power to protect the interests 
of its union. For these reasons I trust 
the Government will not accept the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 13, line 33, after ‘union,’ to insert 
‘or, after the appointed day, from the council 
of the rural district.’”—/( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS ruled that the next Amend- 
ment, standing in the name of Mr. 
Maurice Healy (clause 28, page 13, line 
41, at end, to add “and such provisions 
shall have effect accordingly”) was 
unnecessary. 


*Sm T. ESMONDE had on the Paper 
the following Amendment— 

“Page 13, line 41, at end, to add— 

“*(3) All existing town boards, not sanitary 
districts prior to the passing of this Act, 
shall, on the passing thereof, become urban 
sanitary districts.’ ” 

Toa CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: I think this Amendment is not 
within the scope of the clause. 


Mr. Arnold Forster. 
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*Sir T. ESMONDE: I do not attach 
much importance to it, and therefore I 
shall not press it. 


Motion made and question proposed— 


“That clause 28 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I would like 
to ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether he would give small towns 
applying for Provisional Orders the same 
powers with regard to the extension of 
boundaries that the large councils have. 
At present, applications for adjustment 
of boundaries can only be made by the 
county councils, and they, of course, have 
not the same local knowledge that is 
possessed by the town councils. Would 
it not be possible to amend the Standing 
Orders so as to enable a town to itself 
apply for an adjustment of boundaries! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
see how that could be done. It is true 
that the county council has to move in 
the first instance, but the Local Govern- 
ment Board has to confirm the Provi- 
sional Order, and they would, of course, 
hear the representatives of the town 
before making any change. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Clauses 29, 30, and 31 added to the 
Bill. 


On Cause 32. 
Motion made and question proposed— 
“That clause 32 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I wish to enter my 
most earnest protest against the use of 
the expression “ poor rate” in this clause. 
The Government are creating a Parlia 
mentary revolution of the most important 
kind by this clause. Many objections 
have been taken on the opposite side of 
the House to the resolutions of grand 
juries, for several reasons which no doubt 
honourable Members opposite consider 
sound. I will state reasons of 24 
different kind, although I hope that 
the fact that I object will not 
induce honourable Members opposite 
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to withdraw their objections. My 
objection to these words, as used in this 
clause, is that they create a revolution 
as regards the Parliamentary franchise 
in this way: the payment of poor rate 
is an essential to entitle to the Parlia- 
mentary franchise, and for the first time 
you are now making it more difficult to 
get a vote in Ireland, because, whereas 
previously you did not have to pay other 
rates than the poor rate to get the Par- 
liamentary vote, now, by dubbing all the 
rates “poor rates,” you provide that the 
payment of a number of charges which 
previously had not to be paid by the 
voter have to be paid as a condition pre- 
cedent to his obtaining the Parliamentary 
franchise. Therefore. I feel inclined to 
put it to you, Sir, as a question of crder, 
whether, in a Bill dealing with local 
government in Ireland, it is in order to 
make a provision which really trenches 
upon the Parliamentary franchise, 
with which this Bill has nothing what- 
ever to do. Now, I make no doubt that 
as regards three-fourths of Ireland it is 
a matter of small importance, because 
the occupier will have to pay this rate, 
whether you call it consolidated rate, 
poor rate, or anything else. With re- 
gard to the city of Dublin, I acknowledge 
the very valuable concession the Govern- 
ment have made in giving the corpora- 
tion the collection of its own rates. But, 
by calling the police rate the poor rate, 
and making the payment of 8d. in the 
£ under the Act of 1836 applicable 
over the whole of South Dublin, from the 
city right down to that part of the county 
of Wicklow which is in the Dublin metro- 
politan area, you make the non-payment 
of that police rate affect the Parliamen- 
tary franchise. South Dublin is the only 
police constituency except St. Stephen’s 
Green, which is also affected by it, in 
the three southern provinces; and now 
in this way you are going to affect the 
franchise in this unheard-of and. most 
unreasonable manner. Is that a fair 
thing to the people of the county or the 
people of the town? I must say that 
if this is persisted in. the result will be 
that we shall have to put down an 
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Amendment to the Bill, to which I think 
the Government will be unable to offer 
any resistance—namely, that the basis 
of the Parliamentary franchise, at least, 
shall be payment of the poor rate, in 
the same way as before the passing of 
this Act. I do not see how the Govern- 
ment can refuse an Amendment of that 
kind. Let me put this case. Under the 
Towns Improvement Act of 1854, in 
order to secure the vote in towns you 
had to pay the town rate and the poor 
rate ; but years after that Act was passed 
the Government brought in a Bill making 
it sufficient to pay only the poor rate. 
That will be altered under this Bill. This 
Bill affects the Parliamentary franchise 
in a retroactive and reactionary sense ; 
it is putting back the hands of the clock. 
It is now over a quarter of a century 
since Parliament made the payment of 
the poor rate the only essential, in the 
matter of rate qualification, to the fran- 
chise. The theory, of course, was that 
the upkeep of the poor was a burden 
which everybody ought to share. The 
towns rate is on a different footing alto- 
gether. Sir, the use of the expression 
“poor rate” in this clause is an Irish 
bull. The police rate has nothing to do with 
the poor rate, and therefore this would 
work a startling invasion of the Parlia- 
mentary franchise. Really, the pitfalls 
of this Bill become more evident the 
farther we get into it; in my opinion, 
we are only beginning to discover them. 
The landlord party are making a great 
outcry against this Bill. 


SEVERAL HONOURABLE Members: No, 
we are not. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, we 
shall hear the music in the House 
of Lords. But this Bill in many 
respects gives them not only finan- 
cial privileges, but it will have the effect 
in constituencies like Derry, South 
Dublin, and St. Stephen’s Green, of affect- 
ing by a side wind the Parliamentary 
franchise. Now that we have come to 
this clause, which is the first one in which 
the expression “poor rate” is used in 
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this artificial sense, I hope that we shall 
have a satisfactory statement from the 
Government as to what their intentions 
are. If they mean, by a side wind like 
this to affect the Parliamentary fran- 
chise, I can only say that at a later stage 
we shall have to meet them with an 
Amendment, in the shape of a new clause 
such as I have described, to which I[ 
cannot see that they could offer any 
resistance. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable and learned Gentleman sug- 
gests that in consolidating the rate in 
this way we have almost outstretched 
the limits of order, inasmuch as it would 
be necessary, in order to obtain the Par- 
liamentary franchise, to pay not only 
the poor rate, hitherto known by that 
name, but also the county cess. I sub- 
mit that there can be no question about 
this being in order, because Act of Par- 
liament after Act of Parliament has 
added a particular rate to the poor rate, 
and in this Bill we are only following 
precedent. But now, Sir, let me say 
what the object of this is. In the first 
place, we considered that it was desir- 
able, instead of paying separate demand 
notes for this, that, and the other rate, 
that they should all be consolidated and 
paid in one lump sum. That plan has, 
at all events, the merit of simplicity. 
Then there is this consideration, which, I 
think, the Committee will see has con- 
siderable force. We have based our local 
franchise on the Parliamentary register. 
Now, if in towns it were possible to con- 
solidate all the rates and call them poor 
rate, I should prefer it, but that is not 
possible, having regard to the variety of 
rates levied in towns. In rural districts 
it is possible, because there is no special 
distinction between the county cess and 
the poor rate, and they can be consoli- 
dated with enormous advantage from the 
point of view of economy and conveni- 
ence. If they are to be consolidated 
under one rate, that rate must obviously 
be the poor rate. And there is this ad- 
vantage : that in a county it will be neces- 
sary for anybody, in order to qualify 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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for the local vote, to bear the whole of 
the rate burden. If that were not done, 
you would have to have some special 
provision that the lecal taxes should be 
paid first, which would lead to great com. 
plication, and would not be at all 
economical, Lastly, let me remind the 
Committee of this: the honourable and 
learned Member seems to think that 
grievous injustice will be done to Irish 
Parliamentary electors by requiring them 
to pay rates which they have not hitherto 
been required to pay, in order to exer- 
cise the Parliamentary franchise. But 
in England. these rates are all—or almost 
all—included already under the poor 
rate; and therefore we are, practically, 
only assimilating the state of things in 
Ireland to that existing in England. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I did not antici- 
pate that clause 32 would have been 
reached so early, and, although, of course, 
I am very glad that we have made so 
much progress, I am not prepared to 
reply to the right honourable Gentleman 
on the English analogy. But I am dis- 
inclined, with great deference to the right 
honourable Gentleman, accept his 
statement without some investigation. 
According to my reading of the Act of 
1857, I think that if I had the Act here 
I could satisfy the right honourable 
Gentleman that his view is not the cor- 
rect one. I am not prepared: with any 
sufficient knowledge of the English law 
to contradict him flatly, and I would not 
like to do so, but this I will say: this 
matter cannot rest where it is. There 
is another objection to the clause which 
occurs to me, and it is a very serious one. 
In a subsequent clause the poor rate is 
made payable in a lump sum once 4 
year 


to 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Twice a 
year ! 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Twice a year; 
very well. I quite recognise that there 
are many conveniences in the course the 
Government have taken, from the point 
of view of the draftsman—that is to say, 
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it spares the well-paid officials, who do 
the Government drafting, from spending 
a little more time and covering a little 
saves a little 


more paper, and it al 

expense in printing. But it is a 
purely drafting problem, and, for 
the sake of sparing the draftsman 


trouble, the Government are going to im- 
pose this new obligation on the Parliamen- 
tary voter which never previously existed. 
Look at the great hardship which will be 
worked in the case of the two contested 
divisions I have referred to—South 
Dublin and St. Stephen’s Green. They 
are the only two divisions in Ireland 
which pay this police rate of 8d. in the 
£. It is a peculiar rate confined to 
Dublin; and now you are going, for the 
first time, to make the payment of that 
rate a condition precedent to the Parlia- 
mentary franchise. Actually, in two of 
the most! contested divisions in Ireland, 
you are going, by a side wind, to put the 
Parliamentary franchise on a new basis, 
and impose an obligation which never 
existed before. The right honourable 
Gentleman has taken his stand on the 
score of convenience, but I repeat that 
this is only a drafting problem, and one 
that could be got over with a very little 
trouble. If I were drafting the clause 
from the point of view of popular rights, 
what I should do is this: my demand- 
note should be segregated 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


done. 


That is 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: No doubt there is 
a provision of that kind in the Bill, and 
that only strengthens my argument. 
Then you could put your poor rate 
preper under sub-head A, B, or C, and it 
would only be under that particular sub- 
head that the question of qualification 
for the Parliamentary vote should arise. 
But this clause. as it now stands is build- 
ing up a bulwark, a laager, round these 
two divisions, and making them Tory 
preserves, possibly for all time. It is an 
excrescence on the Bill; it is entirely out 
of place in a Bill of this character. Let 
me take, by way of illustration, the 
Amendment which the right honourable 
Gentleman has put on the Paper, dealing 
with the Collector General of Rates in 
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Dublin. That is an Amendment which I 
have described as an admirable one, 
though I must say that the right honour- 
ahle Gentleman always manages to water 
his wine. All through this Bill it is a 
most remarkable fact that there is not a 
single clause which confers a popular 
right, which does not at the same time 
give something to the landlord and Con- 
servative Party. Where you give with 
one hand you take away with the other. 
You may give, perhaps, a little more than 
you take, but I say these clauses are so 
balanced that they give to the landlord 
party in every case considerable advan- 
tages. Now, the right honourable Gen- 
tleman has put down on the Paper the 
following Amendment— 


“Qn and after the first day of October, One 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-nine, or 
such other day, not more than six months 
earlier or later, as may be fixed by the Local 
Government Board, the following provisions 
shall apply with respect to the Dublin Col- 
lector General of Rates and to the poor rate, 
police rate, bridge tax, and bridge rate:— 
(1) The poor rate shall be levied in the city 
of Dublin in like manner as in the rest of 
Treland.” 


Then he goes on to provide that this 
police rate shall be collected and treated 
in every way as if it were poor rate. Now, 
there is no necessity whatever for the 
right honourable Gentleman making that 
provision; he might have said that it 


should be treated as if it were the grand 
jury cess. The two cesses will be struck 
in Dublin. But no; the exceedingly 


deft and able draftsmen who are advising 
the right honourable Gentleman had 
their eye on St. Stephen’s Green and 
South Dublin, and accordingly they name 
this with a name which is loaded with 
disfranchisement and disqualification. I 
can only say that unless I get a better 
answer from the right honourable Gentle- 
man on this inatter, I shall put down an 
Amendment raising the whole question 
of the Parliamentary franchise, and I 
hope that when that Amendment is 
reached I shall not be told that the ques- 
tion of the Parliamentary franchise is not 
relevant to the Bill. But undoubtedly 
this is a matter which the Government 
must grapple with. I certainly say that 
no suflicient answer has been given to me 
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except that the right honourable Gentle- 
man has referred to the question of con- 
venience, and I have pointed out a very 
easy way in which that could be got 
over. 


Mr. KNOX: There is one way in which 
I think the right honourable Gentleman 
could largely remove the mischief which 
has been pointed out. This clause pro- 
vides that in county boroughs— 


“The expenses of the council of an urban 
district, if incurred in meeting the expenses of 
guardians, shall be defrayed out of the poor 
rate, and if incurred in meeting the expenses 
of the county council, shall be defrayed out of 
any rate heretofore levied by the urban sani- 
tary authority of the district to meet present- 
ments of the grand jury, and, where no such 
rate was levied, out of the poor rate.” 


I think that means that the boroughs are 
to go on levying for the mass of their 
ordinary expenses out of the rate some- 
times called the local expenses rate and 
sometimes called the improvement rate— 
it has a different name in different 
boroughs according to their local Acts— 
and that the balance shall be levied out 
of the poor rate. At present the money is 
raised precisely for the same purposes as 
it will be under this Bill, and it is levied 
partly under the improvement rate and 
partly under the grand jury cess. There 
is no distinction between the two expen- 
ditures. The reason why some boroughs 
levy an urban sanitary rate, while others 
do not, is that some have exceeded the 
limit under their local Act for their 
improvement rate, and others have not. 
Now, what 1 suggest is this: if this clause 
provided that any limitation on the 
amount of the improvement rate should 
for this purpose be removed, and that the 
whole of the expenses to be levied by the 
council, which have not hitherto affected 
the franchise, should be—- 


‘defrayed out of any rate heretofore levied 
by the urban sanitary authority of the district 
to meet presentments of the grand jury ’— 


I think that would meet the point. A 
concrete example is sometimes the best 
method of explaining a proposal. Let 
me take, for instance, the case of Derry. 
Up to now I believe there has not been 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 


an urban sanitary rate, because they 
Lave been within their limit, and there 
fore this would not have any application. 
Still, it is very probable that there would 
be an urban sanitary rate levied in Derry 
so soon as they exceed their limit, as is 
pretty certain to happen. Immediately 
upon that, under this Bill, the balance 
would affect the Parliamentary franchise. 
A much simpler thing would be to remove 
this limitation, and allow the borough 
rate to be separated from the poor rate, 
and provide that all the borough expenses 
which do not affect the franchise now 
shall not affect it in the future. I see 
difficulties in framing an Amendment, 
owing to the fact that so many local 
Acts have to be dealt with, and it is very 
difficult to frame any general words to 
apply to all cases. _ But I venture to 
hope that the Chief Secretary will con- 
sider whether some such method as I 
have indicated cannot be planned out, so 
as to mitigate a result which I am quite 
sure he does not wish to achieve. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I would 
point out to honourable Members that in 
clause 39 we have a provision for 
keeping distinct items raised on the same 
basis as the poor rate, but which are not 
to be subject to the provisions of this Act 
as to rent and so forth. Therefore I do 
not see that it can fairly be said that we 
are imposing any hardship in Ireland 
that does not exist in England. 


Mr. KNOX: I do not think I have 
made my meaning quite clear. There 
are three things to be considered. First, 
the improvement rate, or the rate that 
is referred to in this Bill as— 


“the rate heretofore levied by the urban sani- 
tary authority of the district to meet present- 
ments of the grand jury.” 


There is, secondly, a rate which is in prac- 
tice now distinct from the poor rate, 
namely, the urban sanitary rate, levied 
by the town council. for their purposes. 
The improvement rate is in almost every 
town now limited by law—there is an 
arbitrary limit. The urban sanitary rate 
is levied by the town council for the 
balance of expenditure which they cannot 
meet out of the improvement rate. At 
present neither of those rates affects the 
franchise. Then there is a third rate— 
the poor rate—which at present does 
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affect the franchise. Now, the proposi- 
tion on the Bill as it stands is that, in 
cases where clause 39 does not apply, 
the urban sanitary rate shall be levied 
as part of the poor rate rather than as 
part of the improvement rate. My con- 
tention is that, if you are going to con- 
solidate that urban sanitary rate with 
anything, you ought to consolidate it 
with the rate which does not affect the 
franehise rather than with a rate which 
does affect the franchise. I venture to 
think that that is a reasonable ground 
to take, and I will support it further 
on this ground: you have at present 
the improvement rate and the urban 
sanitary rate, levied under the same pre- 
cepts, in the same way, and at the same 
time. They have always been regarded 
as practically one. It is true people 
could find out how much was one and 
how much the other, but they pay the 
two together, and they regard them as 
practically one. Though I do not say 
that we ought to consolidate them for all 
purposes. IT see no reason why it should 
b2 provided that the urban sanitary rate, 
which has always been levied with the 
improvement rate, should now be con- 
solidated with the poor rate and begin 
to affect the franchise, which it has never 
done before. The point is really one of 
substance and importance, and I think it 
deserves the consideration of the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. TULLY: I desire to ask for some 
explanation as to the meaning of sub- 
section (b). That section provides that 
the expenses of an urban district 
council— 

“if the district is not a county borough, 
shall be defrayed out of the fund or rate out 
of which the costs of paving and cleansing 


the streets in such district are or can he 
defrayed.” 


I think there is a very important point 
involved in that provision, which will 
affect. townspeople very seriously. At 
present, in the towns, the whole rate is 
put on owners of houses, and only one- 
fourth or the owners of land. If the 
expenses of an urban district council are 
to be levied in that proportion in the 
future, so that the whole rate is to fall 
on the shopkeepers and only one-fourth 
on the gentry, I think that will be very 
unfair. Take the case of towns that 
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have not adopted the Towns Commis 
sioners Act. Under this section, if they 
become urban districts, is it intended that 
only one-fourth of the rate shall be put 
upon the owners of land, or will the inci- 
dence of the rate remain as at present! 
In the case of Limerick the Towns Im- 
provement Act is not at present in force. 
If their population is strong enough to 
become an urban district under this 
clause, the result will be, as I read the 
clause, that the landlords and the county 
officials who own the land, or have their 
residences outside the town on the banks 
of the Shannon, will only pay one-fourth 
of the rate, and the balance will have to 
be put on the shoulders of the struggling 
shopkeepers and traders of the town. I 
think it will be most unfair that the well- 
to-do people, who have their splendid 
residences outside the town, should be 
exempted from three-fourths of the rate, 
and that that three-fourths should be put 
on the shoulders of the traders, who 
already have enough to do to make both 
ends meet under their present circum- 
stances. Then there is a further point. 
Under the Towns Commissioners Act the 
rate to be levied is limited to one shilling 
inthe £. This clause says— 


“The expenses incurred by the council of an 
urban district in relation to the business trans- 
ferred to the council by or in pursuance of 
this Act, or otherwise, in the execution of 
this Act.” 


are to be met by a rate of one shilling 
in the £, which is the limit fixed by the 
present Towns Improvement Act. Now, 
this is a matter that is causing a good 
deal of anxiety in the towns. They feel 
very anxious about it. They certainly 
do not like the prospect that the land- 
owners should be relieved of three- 
fourths of the rate, and that that three- 
fourths should be put on the shoulders of 
the shopkeepers and others, who will zet 
no benefit in the matter of the agricul- 
tural grant. I do not wish to take any 
technical point, but I think we are 
entitled to some explanation as to the 
precise meaning of this section. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member raises two points. I 
will take the second point first. He says 
there is a limit on the rate, out of which 
we propose that the expenses which are 
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transferred to the urban districts shall 
be met. Apparently, he has not read the 
last words of the sub-section (b), which 
provide that this allowance— 


“shall be excluded in ascertaining any limit 
imposed by law upon any such rate.” 


The precise meaning of that is that 
where additional expense under the Act 
is thrown on the urban district councils 
the limit of one shilling in the £, or 
whatever it may be, shall not be held to 
apply to that additional expense. That 
disposes of one of the points raised by 
the honourable Member. The other 
point is with regard to the exemption of 
agricultural lands. Where, under the 
existing law, a town already being an 
urban sanitary district has applied to 
the Local Government Board to become 
its own road authority, it has been the 
invariable practice for agricultural lands 
to be excluded from the burden of 
expenses. If it is not the universal prac- 
tice, it is almost universal. Therefore, as 
it appears that in the past the towns 
have always been willing to undertake 
the powers and duties of presentment 
sessions in connection with roads, 
coupled with a provision which throws 
only one-fourth of the rates ensuing from 
that upon agricultural land, I cannot sce 
that there is any harm in continuing 
that precedent. 


*Mr. SersEANt HEMPHILL: I confess 
that I think there is real substance in 
the point raised by the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth. The 
title of this Bill is— 


‘“A Bill for amending the law relating to 
Local Government in Ireland, and for other 
purposes connected therewith.” 


But, according to this clause that we are 
now dealing with, it will really operate 
as a disfranchising Bill. As the law 
stands at present, certain rates must be 
paid before the Ist January in every 
year in order to qualify an occupier to 
be put on the Parliamentary register. 
Those rates are restricted to the poor 
rates; but, according to what we have 
just been told by the Chief Secretary, 
that law is now to be altogether altered, 
and the occupier will not only have to 
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produce his receipt for the poor rate 
which accrues up to the lst January in 
every year, but he must also show that 
he has paid what was formerly called the 
county cess. As the law stands, there is 
no necessity at all for proving payment 
of the county cess in order to have a 
place on the Parliamentary register, 
Therefore you are doubling the neces- 
sary burden for the Parliamentary fran- 
chise by using the expression “poor 
rate,” or the whole of the clause will be 
nullified by the courts deciding that 
“poor rate,” as used in the clause, can- 
not refer to the poor rate contemplated 
by the Parliamentary code. That would 
be an extraordinary state of things, and 
it appears to me that there would be no 
difficulty in introducing words in some 
part of this or some other section 
to make the matter clear. In 
Dublin the right honourable Gentle- 
man is aware that there is a con- 
solidated rate, including the poor rate of 
North Dublin and the South Dublin 
Union, and including also several other 
rates. All you have to show is that you 
have paid the poor rate. It would be 
quite easy to frame the clause so that 
receipt should be given discriminating 
what is poor rate proper and what is 
now the substitute for the old county 
cess. That would leave the Parliamen- 
tary franchise as it was before, and would 
not involve the difficulty that has been 
pointed out. This difficulty would not be 
confined to Dublin. In my opinion, it 
might involve, to @ great extent, the dis- 
franchisement of every rated occupier 
throughout the whole of Ireland. 


Question put— 
“That clause 32 stand part of the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again on Monday. 


SHERIFFS-DEPUTE TENURE OF OFFICE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


As amended, considered; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time on Monday next. 


House adjourned at 12.5. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 13th May 1898. 


ene 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
: seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STAINES RESERVOIRS JOINT 
COMMITTEE. 


Ordered to lie on the Table. 


FORRES WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


CHIPSTEAD VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
[H.L.} 


Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


BACUP CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


SAINT THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND 
SAINT SAVIOUR, SOUTHWARK, 
BILL. [H.L.] 


On Re-commitment ; Reported with a 
further Amendment. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Order made yesterday appointing cer- 
tain Lords the Select Committee to con- 
sider the Bill, discharged. 


VOL. LVI. [FourrH Senizs. | 
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HAMILTON WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported with Amendments. 


Business. 


NEWHAVEN HARBOUR AND OUSE 
LOWER NAVIGATION BILL. [H.L.] 


Read third time, passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


BROMPTON, CHATHAM, GILLINGHAM, 
AND ROCHESTER WATER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; Read tle 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


IPSWICH DOCK COMMISSION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; Read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


LLANELLY AND PONTARDULAIS 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; Read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; Read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from Commons, agreed to. 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION WATER 


BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from the Committee of Selec 
tion, That the Lord Rirspiespae be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the Bill in the place 
of the Lord Bortz (E. Cork anp 
Orrery) ; Read, and agreed to. 


TODMORDEN CORPORATION WATER 


BILL. [H.L.] 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Rissiespauz be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the Bill in the place 
of the -Lord Boyte (E. Cork anp 
Orrery) ; Read, and agreed to. 


3 4 








1199 Certificates of 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; Read the 
first time; to be printed; and referred 
to the Examiners. [No. 70.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


To be read the second time on Monday 
next.—(Lord Harris.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


To be read the second time on Monday 
next.—(Lord Harris.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—_— 


ARMY (SPECIAL PENSIONS). 


Return for the year ended 31st March, 
1898, of pensions specially granted under 
Articles 730, 1170, and 1207 of the Army 
Pay Warrant. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


WELSH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
ACT, 1889. 


Report of the Charity Commissioners 
for England and Wales. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT). 
Report on Admiralty surveys for the 
year 1897. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 
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TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 

No. 2090. China (Kiu-kiang). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


TURKEY No. 2 (1898). 
Correspondence respecting the Negotia- 
tions for the Conclusion of Peace between 
Turkey and Greece. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


COPYRIGHT BILL [H.L.] 
AND 


C@PYRIGHT AMENDMENT BILL. [H.L] 


The Eart of SELBoRNE added to the 
Select Committee. 


LUNACY BILL. [H.L.] 


House to be in Committee on Tuesday 
next. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


—_ 


CERTIFICATES OF BRITISH REGISTRY. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 
to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
whether, in view of the war between 
Spain and the United States, they will 
take measures to prevent Spanish and 
United States vessels obtaining pro- 
visional certificates of British registry ; 
such certificates and the power of flying 
the British flag being only intended for 
use during the war? My Lords, during 
the late Greeco-Turkish War a number of 
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Greek vessels applied for. and obtained 
provisional certificates of British registry 
from our Consuls. They did not com- 
plete the registration. They simply 
made use of our flag during the war for 
their protection, and the moment the 
war was over hauled down the British 
ensign and hoisted the Greek flag again. 
In fact, one Greek vessel came into Car- 
diff flying the English ensign, and left 
flying the Greek flag, the war having 
ceased during her stay at Cardiff. I 
think, my Lords, no British certificate of 
registration should be granted to any 
ship that is not at least commanded and 
officered by British subjects. We are 
neglecting our shipping interests shame- 
fully, and giving every facility to foreign 
vessels to compete with us. I am afraid, 
my Lords, that if we were ever so un- 
fortunate as to be at war with a strong 
naval Power we should suffer from this 
neglect very seriously. We have plenty 
of warships, but how about the men to 
man them? We have to fall back on the 
mercantile marine to make up for any 
losses through war, and we have also to 
depend on the mercantile marine for 
our supplies of food. The true granary 
of England is, I think, her ships. As 
long as we keep command of the sea 
there is no need for State granaries at 
all. Atso, my Lords, this mercantile 
marine to which we shall have to look 
in case of war—I may call it the First 
Reserve of the Empire—has been neg- 
lected, and I make the first move in the 
interests of and to safeguard the ship- 
ping in some way. I strongly urge that 
Her Majesty’s Government should forbid 
any certificates, either provisional or 
otherwise, of British registration to be 
granted to any ships which are not at 
least commanded and officered by British 
subjects. I beg, my Lords, to ask the 
question which stands in my name. 


Taz PRIME MINISTER (The Mar 
QvEss of Sanissury): My Lords, Her 
Majesty’s Government are very sensible 
oi the importance of avoiding a mere 
colourable transfer of register of owner- 
ship, and would be very glad to adopt 
any plan by which, without injury to 


Certificates of 
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greater interests, that practice could be 
discouraged and prevented. They are 
now in communication with the Board 
of Trade, considering the matter, to see if 
eny precautions can be adopted which will 
effectively prevent the merely colourable 
transfer of ownership, without creating 
undue difficulties in the way of ordinary 
cemmercial transactions. I have no dif- 
ference in point of principle with my 
noble Friend in this respect, and if we fail 
ultimatgly to satisfy him, it will rather 
be because we are not able to discover 
the means of baffling the innumerable 
modes of counterfeiting and evading the 
law which, under such circumstances, may 
be expected to be employed ; but I gather 
from the tone of my noble Friend’s 
remarks that he wished to go further, 
and wished to use this prerogative of the 
Government for the purpose of insisting 
that there should be a certain number of 
English* commanders and of English 
crews. That, he will observe, is a very 
much larger question. It belongs really 
to that class of controversy of which some 
of us are old enough to remember the 
last remains, when the Navigation Laws 
were abolished. Without entering upon 
# discussion which could hardly be taken 
satisfactorily on so small an issue, and 
without pronouncing anything dogmati- 
cally, I think I may fairly say this, that 
if we alter our policy in that respect it 
should be on a larger scale, and with a 
more definite view of what we are doing, 
than if we were merely to attempt to 
enter upon a small portion of it by 
diverting this power possessed by the 
Roard of Trade to an object for which it 
was not intended. Therefore I do not 
think that in our communications with 
the Board of Trade we shall attempt to 
ccmpass the setting up of what I think 
my noble Friend called the First Reserve 
of the Empire, in the shape of merchant 
ships entirely manned and owned by 
Fritish subjects. That question is avery 
large one, and I do not think it will be 
desirable to touch it further. 


British Registry. 


House adjourned at 4.40. 
3 A 2 








1203 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 13th May, 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DROGHEDA GAS BILL. 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for additional Provi- 
sion in the above Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 


WHITWICK AND COALVILLE GAS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


EDINBURGH MERCHANT COMPANY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


DUBLIN SOUTHERN DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


{COMMONS} 





Business. 


GLOUCESTER GAS BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 
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GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT NORTHERN 
RAILWAYS JOINT COMMITTEE BILL. 

As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GREAT ORME TRAMWAY AND TRAM- 
ROAD BILL. [H.L.] 
As amended, considered; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 

BOARD (NEW WORKS) BILL. [H.L.] 

As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
POWELL DUFFRYN STEAM COAL 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.j 

That they have passed a Bil] intituled 
“An Act to provide for the redemption 
of the Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Com- 
pany (Limited) of certain redeemable 
shares issued by them, and to authorise 
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the creation and issue of new preference 
shares in exchange for the shares re- 
deemed ; and for other purposes.” 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
authorise the Wirral Railway Company 
to make an extension railway and other 
works in the county of Chester; and to 
abandon the railway authorised by the 
Act of 1895; and to convert their deben- 
ture stocks ; and for other purposes.” 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.1 


Also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
authorise the London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Company to widen certain 
bridges, to stop up certain level cross- 
ings, to acquire additional lands, to make 
agreements with the Dover Harbour 
Board, and for other purposes. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL. [H.L.] 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confer 
further powers upon the Milford Docks 
Company, and for other purposes.” 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
{H.L.} 

And also a Bill intituled “An Act 
to increase the number of the Council of 
the Borough of Blackpool, and to autho- 
rise the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses 
of the said Borough to construct addi- 
tional Tramways, and for other purposes.” 


POWELL DUFFRYN STEAM COAL 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. = 


{13 May 1898} 


Order Bills. 1206 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
[H.L. 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 


Read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(HACCONBY FEN) BILL. 

To confirm a Provisional Order, under 
the Land Drainage Act, 1861, relating to 
Hacconby Fen, situate in the parish of 
Hacconby, in the county of Lincoln. 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Walter 
Long and Mr. Hanbury. 


Presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ;- Referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 213.] 
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PETITIONS. 


_—- 


ALIENS BILL. 


In favour: From Kilmarnock: and 
Govan ; to lie upon the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


Against: From Rothesay ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


_ For alteration: From Forfar; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation: From Sud- 
bury and Leeds ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 
In favour: From St. Andrews, Ander- 
ston, Thornhill, Stirling, Edinburgh, 
Cupar, Port Bannantyne, Stornoway, 


Greenock, and Sandwick; to lie upon 
the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


In favour: From Edinburgh; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


For alteration: From - Kilmarnock ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Moffatt and Forfar ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Ashton-under-Lyne 
and Horncastle ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 

BILL. 
In favour: From St. Andrews ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Putney, Perranporth, 
Callestick, Chiswick, Runcorn, Chelsea 
(3), Horncastle, Heywood, Hartlepool (4), 
Lavenham, Burnley, Dulwich, Accrington, 
Canonbury, Newport (Mon.), York, Silver- 
well, Eastergate, Tupsley, Hereford, 
St. Agnes, Darlington, Plymouth, Penge, 
Melbourne, Stirling, Sawbridgeworth, 
Ware, Halifax, Victoria, Burley, Rawdon, 
Yeadon, Guiseley, Chippenham, Ilkeston, 
Tudhoe Colliery, Teignmouth, Glasgow, 
Westgate-on-Sea, and Sherburn Hill; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION 
BILL. 


In favour: From Hackney ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


(METROPOLIS) 


TEINDS AND FIARS’ PRICES BILL. 

In favour: From Royal, Parliamentary, 
and Police Burghs of Scotland; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRUSIS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Forfar; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 
For alteration: From Dewsbury; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


_— 


TURKEY No. 2 (1898). 


Copy presented, of Correspondence re- 
specting the Negotiations for the Con- 
clusion of Peace between Turkey and 
Greece [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2,090 [by command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CHARITY COMMISSION (WELSH INTER- 
MEDIATE EDUCATION ACT, 1889). 
Copy presented, of Report of the 

Charity Commissioners of their proceed- 

ings under the Welsh Intermediate Edu- 

cation Act, 1889 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT). 


Copy presented, of Report on Admi- 
ralty Surveys for the year 1897 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, AND BRYNA- 
MAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


QUESTIONS. 


—— + 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT IN PRISONS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, with reference 
to the case of a prisoner, Reg. No. 2,010, 
who was convicted on the 8th April, 1896, 
and sentenced to 12 calendar months’ 
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hard labour and 24 strokes with the birch 
rod, was received into Derby prison on 
the following day, was certified imbecile 
on the 11th April, 1896, and removed to 
Mickleover Asylum on the 14th April, 
1896; by whom was this sentence 
imposed; was the corporal punishment 
actually inflicted; and, if so, when and 
where; and, if the corporal punishment 
was not inflicted, by whose authority and 
under what circumstances was _ it 
remitted ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Riwtey, Lancashire, Blackpool): The 
sentence was passed by the Derby- 
shire Quarter Sessions. The birching 
was not inflicted, as he was seen on recep- 
tion to be of weak intellect, and was 
removed immediately, as stated in the 
Question, to a lunatic asylum. 


OVERCROWDING IN THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether he is 
aware that the Report of the Sanitary 
Inspector for Ross and Cromarty, recently 
issued, shows that the evils arising from 
overcrowding in certain parts of the 
Island of Lewis, as described in the 
Report of the Lewis District Committee 
submitted to the county council on the 
3lst July, 1897, still prevails; and will 
the Secretary for Scotland, with a view 
to a mitigation of the evil, consider the 
expediency of taking measures to acquire 
land in the vicinity of the more congested 
townships, so that the people may be 
afforded opportunities for migration ? 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Mvrray, Buteshire): The Report in ques- 
tion also brings out that, whilst over- 
crowding continues, sanitary matters in 
Lewis are slowly improving, and that 
the Lewis District Committee has done 
much good work since coming into exist- 
ence. As regards the last part of the 
Question, the circumstances of the dis- 
trict referred to will be fully considered, 
along with all others, by the Congested 
Districts Board. 
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POLLUTION OF THE RIVER NETHY. ° 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
‘Advocate whether the sewage from cer- 
tain lodges and farms discharges into +he 
‘River Nethy, just above the village of 
Causer, in the Badenoch district of Inver- 
ness-shire; and whether it is the fact 
that the people of Causer take their 
water supply from the River Nethy fcr 
both drinking and domestic purposes? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Local Government 
Board, who have been in communication 
with the county medical officer and county 
sanitary inspector, (1) that no sewage is 
discharged directly into the River Nethy 
from lodges or farms just above Causer, 
and (2) that none of the inhabitants of 
Causer have occasion to use river water 
for drinking or domestic purposes, there 
being well water procurable within a 
reasonable distance. 


Corporal Punishment 


ISSUE OF LICENCES AT GARVE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he is aware that, 
although the people of Lochluichart, Ross- 
shire, can obtain dog and gun licences at 
Garve, licences for vehicles can only be 
obtained at. Dingwall, nearly 20 miles 
away; and can he arrange for licences for 
vehicles to be issued at Garve? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To THe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hanvvry, Pres- 
ton): Arrangements have now been made 
for the issue of carriage licences, as well 
as dog and gun licences, at the Post 
Office at Garve. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK AND 
TRADES UNION ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if there is any regula- 
tion in the Post Office Savings Bank for 
preventing a trade union from withdraw- 
ing part of its funds from that Depart- 
ment after the withdrawal notice has 
been signed by the three trustees elected 
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in accordance with the rules of the union; 
and what steps he took, if any, to ascer- 
tain if those complaining in the case of 
the United Ladies’ Tailors and Mantle 
Makers’ Association were bond fide mem- 
bers of that union? 


Mr. HANBURY: The title of a trade 
union having an account with the Post 
Office Savings Bank to withdraw its funds 
through its duly-elected trustees is recog- 
nised by the Postmaster General. But 
the Postmaster General may, in his dis- 
cretion, require proofs to his satisfaction 
of the identity of the trustees applying, 
and of their authority to withdraw the 
money. When, therefore, any substantial 
objection, as was the case in the present 
instance, is raised to the title of the 
trustees, it becomes a dispute within the 
Savings Bank Acts, and the Postmaster 
General does not recognise the trustees 
until the objection is removed. In 
accordance with practice, it was left to 
the trustees of the United Ladies’ Tailors 
and Mantle Makers’ Associationto remove 
the objections which had been raised by 
certain of the members, and when these 
objections were removed, the request of 
the trustees for the withdrawal of the 
money was complied with. The dissen- 
tients called at the Central Savings Bank 
and satisfied the authorities in person 
that they were members of the associa- 
tion. 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT IN PARK- 
HURST PRISON. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that, during the year 
ended 3lst March, 1897, the number of 
cases of corporal punishment inflicted in 
Parkhurst Prison (where weak-minded 
prisoners are congregated) was consider- 
ably greater in proportion to the prison 
population than either at Dartmoor or at 
Portland; will he state what were 
the offences in respect of which corporal 
punishment was inflicted at Parkhurst ; 
who was the director by whose order 
these sentences were imposed ; and was 
any individual prisoner at Parkhurst cor- 
porally punished more than once? 
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Tugs SECRETARY or STATE ror Tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT: It is true that 
for that particular year the proportion 
was higher, but in the following year,when 
there were only two cases, it was only a 
little higher than at Dartmoor, and was 
lower than at Portland. The offence in 
four cases was gross insubordination, in 
the remaining two assault. Two prisoners 
were corporally punished twice. I may 
add that none of the men punished were 
weak-minded, and in only one case was 
the cat used. 


FIELD BATTERY EQUIPMENTS. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether the 65th Field Battery, 
now armed with 15-pounder gun equip- 
ment, is to draw 5-inch howitzer equip- 
ment instead; and whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of raising as a 
howitzer battery one of the five new field 
batteries, instead of rendering the 65 
Field Battery inefficient by learning a 
new drill with howitzers, while the new 
batteries will be attempting to render 
themselves efficient with the 15-pounder 
gun equipment? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Jon Broprick) : 
The 65th Field Battery is to draw 5-inch 
howitzer equipment. As it is not pro- 
bable that any of the five new batteries 
will be completed before the end of the 
year, and as it is considered desirable for 
service reasons to complete with trained 
men as soon as possible the howitzer 
brigade division, the third service field 
battery at Hilsea (the other two being 
already howitzer batteries) has been 
detailed for this duty. 


ROYALTY ON THE DISTRICT 
MESSENGER SERVICE. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Trea 
sury whether it has been found feasible 
to reduce the royalty upon each message 
sent by the District Messenger Service 
within the metropolitan area? 
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Mr. HANBURY: The royalty has been 
reduced as from the Ist of April this 
year from ?d. to $d. per message. 


PHOSPHORUS POISONING. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he will inquire into the case of a 
young woman named Tye, living at 47, 
Beaufoy Road, Plaistow, who, 12 months 
ago, while working at the match factory 
of Messrs. Bryant and May, was attacked 
by phosphorus poisoning, and has since 
been attended by Mr. Cornelius Garnan, 
the medical officer of the firm, or by his 
son, Dr. Bernard Garnan; and if the 
notices required by the Factory Act have 
not been given in this case, will he take 
steps to enforce the law? I beg also to 
esk the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will inquire into 
the case of Ellen Cotter, living at 10, 
Branley Cottages, St. Leonard’s Road, 
Bromley, E., who, in August: last, while 
working at the match factory of Messrs. 
Bryant and May, was attacked by phos- 
phorus poisoning, and has since been 
attended by Mr. Cornelius Garnan, the 
medical officer of Messrs. Bryant and May, 
andhis son, Dr. Bernard Garnan ; and, if 
the notices required by law have not been 
given in this case, will he take steps to 
prosecute the parties in default? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT : These cases are 
among those which I mentioned in my 
answer yesterday, and in which I have 
ordered a prosecution. 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS. 


Mr. PATRICK ALOYSIUS M‘HUGH 
(Leitrim, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
land if he can state to the House why 
the standard numbers of Irish national 
teachers now in first division of first 
class are not abolished, as in the other 
classes; and how many of the 150 
teachers now in first division of first 
class are between the ages of 55 and 60 
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years, and how many between 60 and 65 
years! 


Taz CHIEF SECRETARY 10 tHE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. G. W. Baxrour, Leeds, Central) : 
The pension establishment of the 
first division of the first class of 
national school teachers consists of 150 
male and 130 female teachers. Of the 
males, 26 are between the ages of 55 and 
60, and seven between 60 and 65. Of 
the females, 12 are between 55 and 60, 
the latter age being the period fixed for 
the compulsory retirement of females. 
As regards the first paragraph, the Trea- 
sury considered that the rule restricting 
simultaneous contributions to first of first 
pensions from the 150 male and 130 
female teachers should be maintained, 
while preserving their rights to exist- 
ing teachers of the first division of the 
first class, thus lightening the charge on 
the Pension Fund, and, at the same 
time, obviating any reasonable ground 
for disappointment to present expecta- 
tions. 


CHECKWEIGHMEN AT ALLANSHAW 
COLLIERY, LANARKSHIRE, 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that on Saturday, 30th April last, John 
Traill and John Connor were duly elected 
checkweighmen at Allanshaw Colliery, 
Lanarkshire, by a ballot of the men, 
which was duly intimated to the manager 
at the colliery, but that the manager 
refuses to allow the checkweighmen to 
enter upon their duties; and what steps 
the Home Secretary intends to take to 
enforce the law! 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: Yes, the case 
was reported to me. I understand the 
question in dispute was whether the 
appointment was, in fact, duly intimated. 
The manager thought the notice given him 
by one of the men appointed insufficient, 
and asked that a deputation from the men 
should attend and give formal notice. 
The Act is not explicit as to what inti- 
mation ought to be given; but I am 


Mr. P. A. M*Hugh. 
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glad to learn that the matter is now 
settled, a deputation of the workmen 
having given the manager the notice he 
required, and that the two checkweigh- 
men have entered on their duties. 


THE NATIONAL GALLERY. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the iron roof 
shutters on the north side of the Turner 
Room of the National Gallery, which is 
in actual contact with the canteen end 
of St. George’s Barracks, have been 
removed, and the risk of danger by fire 
largely increased? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR: This Question should have 
been addressed to the First Commissioner 
of Works. 


RABIES IN HAMPSHIRE. 

Mr. W. H. MYERS (Winchester) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture if he will state how many cases 
of rabies have occurred during the past 
six months in the county of Hants; and 
if he will consider the advisability of 
withdrawing the Muzzling Order within 
that area? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tne BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Love, 
Liverpool, West Derby): No case of 
rabies has actually been reported from 
Hampshire since the 18th September 
last, but there were cases close to the 
border of the county on the 31st October 
and 28th November. I am keeping the 
representations made to me carefully in 
view, and if there is no reappearance of 
disease I hope to be able to allow some 
relaxation of the Hampshire Muzzling 
Orders at no very distant date. 


SOCIAL LEMOCRATIC PROSECUTION 
AT OXFORD. 

Mr. M. DAVITT (Mayo, §.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he has made any 
further inquiry into the prosecution and 
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imprisonment of members of the Social 
Democratic Federation in Oxford in con- 
nection with disturbances caused by 
opposition to meetings organised by such 
members ; whether he is aware that these 
meetings have been attacked under the 
eyes of the police without any attempt 
on the part of the force to protect the 
meeting from violence; whether he has 
received communications from impartial 
eye-witnesses which corroborate this 
statement ; whether he intends to take 
any steps to enable citizens in Oxford to 
exercise the rights of free speech and 
public meeting without molestation ; 
and whether, in view of all the facts of 
the case, he can see his way to modify 
the sentences which the two prosecuted 
members of the Democratic Federation 
are now undergoing? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have made 
further inquiry with regard to the case 
which arose out of the meeting on the 
24th April. I find it was alleged by the 
witnesses for the defence that an attack 
was made by the crowd on the speakers, 
chiefly by pushing, and that the police 
present took no steps to restrain them. 
I have had no private corroboration of 
this, however, and the chief constable 
deposed that on the meeting being broken 
up the police assisted the speakers and 
gave them shelter in the police station. 
The point is not quite clear, however, 
and I have asked the Mayor for soire 
further explanation. 


PORT ARTHUR AND TALIENWAN, 


Mr. R. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Under Seoretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has received 
information that the Russian consul at 
Tien-tsin has given notice that British 
subjects will not be allowed to land at 
Port Arthur or Talienwan unless their 
passports have been wisé by the Russian 
consul; whether such restriction is in 
accordance with the assurances recently 
given by the representative of the Rus- 
sian Government; and whether he will 


‘inquire into same with a view to British 
‘subjects being protected? 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): At the same time I beg 
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to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Russian 
authorities hiave issued orders that no 
foreigners, that is non-Russians, will be 
allowed to land at Port Arthur or Talien- 
wan without passports viséd by the 
Russian Consul at Tien-tsin; and 
whether such a regulation is an infringe- 
ment of the Treaty of Tien-tsin as regards 
the Treaty ports? 


Tus UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Ccrzon, Lancashire, Southport): Her 
Majesty’s Government have not received 
any confirmation of the statement referred 
to, but have telegraphed to Pekin to 
inquire. Until the facts are known it 
would be premature to express any 
opinion as to the character of the alleged 
proceeding. Article IX. of the Treaty 
of Tien-tsin contains the provisions as 
regards passports. 


and Talienwan. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): If the 
information turns out to be accurate will 
the British Government acquiesce in 
passports having thus to be viséd? 


Mr. CURZON: I never answer hypo- 
thetical questions. 


Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) : May I ask the right honourable 
Gentleman whether he will telegraph to 
St. Petersburg whence the order comes?! 


Mr. CURZON: No, Sir; I think we 
had better obtain accurate information 
from Pekin before we telegraph to St. 
Petersburg. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
May I ask whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment regard the provisions of the Treaty 
of Tien-tsin as still in force? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I submit, Sir, 
that it arises out of the Question of the 
honourable Member for Sheffield. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Question of the 
honourable Member for Sheffield is 
whether a particular act is an infringe 
ment of the provisions of the Treaty of 
Tien-tsin. The honourable Member’s 


Question is a general one. 
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ANGLO-TUNISIAN TREATY. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her 
Majesty’s Government has been able to 
induce the French Government to agree 
to allow the word “cotonnades,” in the 
Anglo-Tunisian Treaty with regard to the 
admittance of cotton goods into Tunis at 
a 5 per cent. ad valorem duty, to apply 
to all cotton goods of British origin, and 
not to a certain class only ; and whether 
this favourable tariff is to be extended 
to cotton yarns? 


Mr. CURZON: The French have 
agreed to interpret the word “coton- 
nades” in the Convention as applying 
to all cotton tissues without exception. 
They will, therefore, be admitted into 
Tunis at the rate of 5 per cent ad 
valorem. This will not apply to cotton 
varns. 


ORDNANCE FACTORIES. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, S.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if any reply can now be 
given to the memorial of the foremen 
of the Ordnance Factories in respect to 
their wages, addressed to the Secretary 
of State more than six years ago? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powsi 
Wituiams, Birmingham, 8.): I do not 
know of any memorial from the foremen 
of the Ordnance factories in respect of 
wages, but if the honourable Member 
refers to the memorial as to pensions, the 
foremen have already been informed that 
pensions could only be given if deduc- 
tions from their pay were made at a rate 
to which, apparently, they are unwilling 
to agree. 


DOCKYARD FOREMEN AND THEIR 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. GRETTON: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty if the 
superior foremen employed in the Royal 
dockyards are entitled to pensions? 
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Tue CIVIL LORD or rut ADMIRALTY 
(Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, Worcester- 
shire, E.): Officers holding the position of 
foremen in the Royal dockyards are, as 
a general rule, entitled to pensions under 
the Superannuation Acts. There are, 
however, some few exceptions to this 
rule. 


Independence. 


IMPORTS OF BREAD STUFFS. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether there are any 
Returns to show that the alleged con- 
tinued short supply of bread stuffs in the 
United Kingdom actually exists, or 
whether the Returns show that the 
American-Spanish War has in no way 
interfered with our importation of 
wheat ; and whether, with the exception 
of two years, we have imported more 
wheat from the United States during the 
past month than in any April of the last 
10 years, and more wheat and flour from 
all parts of the world than we ever did 
before in the month of April? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tuz BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircme, Croydon): 
There are no official Returns show- 
ing the stocks of bread stuffs in 
the country at any particular date, but. 
the Estimates made by the trade show 
that the stocks at the present time are 
lower than usual. It is the case that we 
have imported more wheat from the 
United States during the past month 
than in any April of the last 10 years 
with the exception of two years, and 
more Wheat and flour from all parts of’ 
the world than we have imported during 
the last 10 years in the month of April. 
It will thus be seen that the actual hos- 
tilities have not in any way interfered 
with the imports. 


KOREAN INDEPENDENCE. 

Mr. R. A. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the representa- 
tives of Russia and Japan have signed 
an agreement under which the Govern- 
ments of both countries recognise defi- 
nitely the sovereignty and entire inde 
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pendence of Korea, and pledge them- 
selves to abstain from all direct inter- 
ference in its internal affairs? 


Mr. CURZON : Her Majesty’s Minister 


at Tokio has reported that a protocol 


was signed on the 25th ultimo between 
Russia and Japan, by which both parties 
recognise the complete independence of 
Korea, and agree to refrain from direct 
interference in its internal affairs. 


Mr. YERBURGH: May I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether he will 
lay a copy of the protocol on the Table? 


Mr. CURZON: We have not yet re 
ceived it, we have only had an intima- 
tion by telegraph; but I understand it 
has been published in the Japanese news- 
papers, and therefore I assume that it 
will be given in the English papers as 
well. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will Her 
Majesty’s Government use their influence 
to get this protocol extended to China? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question on the 
Paper. 


BORACIC ACID IN MILK. 

Mayor RASCH: I beg to ask the Presi- 
‘dent of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called 
to the case of a farmer selling milk 
treated with boracic acid, and fined at 
the Marylebone Police Court on Wed- 
nesday; and if he will state on what 
grounds the English producer is punished 
for selling that which the foreigner places 
on the home market without any restric- 
tion or liability? 


Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
IN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I have seen 
the report of the case referred to. The 
offence, as I understand, in that case, 
was of having given a false warranty 
in respect of milk. With regard to the 
English producer, the provisions of the 
law as regards the sale of milk produced 
in this country and treated with boracic 
acid apply equally to the sale of imported 
milk treated in the same way. 


{13 May 1898} 
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“ Britannia.” 


THE BRITANNIA. 


Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
he is aware that on the 14th of January 
a copy of the Navy and Army Illus- 
trated was sent to every parent 
of a cadet on the Britannia, containing 
a photograph of the nursing staff at the 
Britannia Hospital ; whether he is aware 
that the females in such photograph, 
attired in nurses’ uniforms, were the 
domestic servants, and not qualified 
nurses; and whether any, and, if so, 
what, and on what date, qualified nurses 
were appointed to attend the cadets of 
the Britannia when sent to the hospital ; 
whether he is aware that on the Conway 
and at most of the public schools a quali- 
fied medical matron is engaged to look 
after the sick patients, and due notice 
given of such sickness to the parents; 
and whether he will make arrangements 
that a similar notice shall in future be 
given when any cadets are invalided at 
the Britannia Hospital? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: My 
right honourable Friend has asked me 
to give his answer to this Question as 
follows:—The honourable Member has 
sent me a copy of the paper referred to. 
It contains not only photographs of the 


‘| nursing staff of the Britannia, but also 


other photographs illustrative of life on 
the ship. Though without time for in- 
quiry I am unable to say by whom the 
paper was circulated, I feel confident 
that it was not circulated officially at 
the public expense, as the Question would 
seem to suggest. The photograph repre- 
sents the ordinary hospital staff includinz 
a trained sister and a trained female 
nurse, the former appointed in 1894, the 
latter in 1896. Both these ladies had long 
training in civil hospitals, and were 
specially selected on account of their 
fitness for the positions. The impres- 
sion that there were no female nurses 
probably arose from the fact that this 
is the ordinary nursing staff for the ordi- 
nary sick quarters, whilst in a separate 
house, which is opened when required 
for infectious cases, there are trained 
members of the naval sick berth staif. 
Great care is exercised in their selection 
to secure the best men. Notice of anv 
cadet being sent to sick quarters is 
always given to the parents. Perhans 








1223 Fines on 


the House will allow me to add, in refer- 
ence to Questions addressed to the First 
Lord: yesterday, that the following tele- 
gram was sent to the captain of the 
Britannia this morning— 


“Ts there any foundation for complaints as 
to quality of food?” 


To this inquiry we have received the fol- 
lowing reply— 


“No. Absolutely without foundation. — 
Captain, Britannia.” 


COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH 
AMERICA. 


Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any communication has 
passed between Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Government of America 
in respect to an alteration in the com- 
mercial Treaty between this country and 
America ; and, if so, whether, before any 
alterations are made, opportunities will 
he given to the Chambers of Commerce 
in this country to express their opinions 
and make suggestions as to same? 


Mr. CURZON: No such communica- 
tions have taken place. 


PERFORMING BEARS IN LONDON 
STREETS. 
Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the 
Home Office are aware that during the 
last few days two bears, in charge of 
four Italians, have been performing in 
the various squares and streets of the 
West End of London, the bears being 
required to dance almost every minute of 
the day; and whether the Home Office 
have any power to stop such an exhibi- 
tion, or what the powers of the Depart- 
ment are in this respect? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: I was not 
aware before the Question appeared on 
the Paper that there are bears perform- 
ing in the streets at the present time ; 


Mr. A. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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but the power of the police to interfere 
is confined to cases where annoyance, 
danger, or obstruction is caused. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman use his 
influence to see that the Muzzling Act 
is enforced in this case? 


[No Reply.] 


RABIES IN THE MIDLANDS. 


Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he is aware that an im- 
pression prevails in Dudley and the sur- 
rounding districts that the Muzzling 
Order still exists in those localities in 
consequence of a suspected case of rabies 
near Birmingham ; and whether the sus- 
pected case was one that occurred about 
12th March ; and, if so, whether, as Pro- 
fessor Macfadyean has within the last few 
days reported to the Board of Agriculture 
that his investigations have proved it not 
to be a case of rabies, but another disease 
altogether, the Muzzling Order will be 
now withdrawn from these localities? 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: Some misapprehension 
evidently prevails with regard to this 
matter. The retention of the Muzzling 
Order in the district of which Birming- 
ham is the centre is due to the occurrence 
of a serious case of rabies in that city on 
the 30th March last, as to the character 
of which no doubt exists either on the 
part of the local veterinary inspector or 
of our own veterinary officers. The 
case to which my honourable Friend 
refers is probably one reported from 
King’s Norton on the 12th March, which 
our veterinary officers satisfied theim- 
selves was not one of rabies. In neither 
case have we received any report from 
Professor Macfadyean, nor is there any 
reason why we should do so. 


FINES ON ANTI-VACCINATIONISTS. 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board if he will authorise magistrates 
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who have convicted defaulters under the 
vaccination laws to give a reasonable 
allowance of time in which to pay their 
fines before committing them to gaol or 
issuing distress warrants on their goods? 


THe PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I am advised 
that the magistrates have power now to 
allow time for payment of a penalty, or 
allow payment by instalments, or allow 
security to be taken for the payment ; 
but I have no power whatever to give 
any directions or authority to the magis- 
trates in connection with their convic- 
tions. 


DOMICILIARY VACCINATION. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorks., West Riding, 
Keighley): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board if he is 
aware that the feeling of a portion of 
the people in this country is such that 
in a printed statement signed by four 
metropolitan public vaccinators it is 
declared that domiciliary vaccination 
would render the public vaccinator liable 
to personal insult, and that they suggest 
other means whereby witnesses may be 
present when vaccination is offered ; and 
will he take steps that the suggestion 
offered, or others for the same purpose, 
shall be adopted as a precaution against 
such insults? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I am aware 
of the statement referred to, but I think 
it would ‘be quite unnecessary to provide 
by the Bill that a public vaccinator 
should be accompanied by a witness on 
the occasion of his visits. 


MUZZLING ORDER IN YORKSHIRE. 


Sm JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, will he explain why 
the West Riding of Yorkshire Muzzling 
of Dogs Order, made on 14th May, 1897, 
includes Leeds, Bradford, Huddersfield, 
Halifax, Barnsley, Batley, Dewsbury, 
Brighouse, Keighley, Morley, Ossett, 


{13 May 1898} 
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Todmorden, and Wakefield, but excludes 
Sheffield, Rotherham, and Doncaster, 
and the populous districts contiguous 
thereto; how many cases of rabies in 
the West Riding have been reported since 
the order was made; has any case of 
rabies been reported in the West Riding 
for upwards of nine months, and what. 
was the date of the last case; whether 
the Muzzling Order for Devonshire, made 
on 30th July last, was revoked on 18th 
January following, although a case of 
rabies in the infected area had been 
reported within five weeks previously ; 
why the same treatment has not been 
extended to Yorkshire as was applied 
to Devonshire; and when the West 
Riding Order will be revoked ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: It was unnecessary 
to apply a Muzzling Order to the three. 
boroughs named and the districts con- 
tiguous thereto, because they were much 
farther removed from any outbreak of 
rabies which had recently occurred than: 
were the districts placed under the 
Order. Only one case of rabies has been 
reported in the West Riding since the 
Order was made, namely, at Hudders- 
field on the 12th July last. The Devon- 
shire Order was revoked as stated, but 
it is to be observed that the case re- 
ferred to was that of a dog which was, 
known to have been exposed to infection 
some six months before, and had in con- 
sequence been kept strictly isolated. 
The conditions of Yorkshire and Devon- 
shire with regard to the past history of 
the disease and the density of their dog 
population are entirely dissimilar, and 
although I should be glad to find myself 
able to withdraw the Order, it is not 
possible for me as yet to indicate when 
this can be done without danger to the 
ultimate success of our operations. 


GOVERNORSHIP OF CRETE. 

Sm ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the- 
Turkish Government have proposed 
Caratheodori Pasha, who is an Ottoman 
official of the highest character and ex- 
perience, and a Greek by race and a 
Christian by religion, as Governor General 
of Crete: and whether Her Majesty’s: 
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Government have opposed his candida- 
ture ; and, if so, on what grounds? 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): May I ask the 
right honourable Gentleman if the 
Foreign Office is aware that the appoint- 
ment of Caratheodori would be very un- 
popular with the bulk of the inhabitants 
of Crete? 


Mr. CURZON: The answer to the sup- 
‘plementary Question anticipates, to some 
extent, what I have to say in reply to 
the Question on the Paper. The appoint- 
ment of Caratheodori Pasha as Governor 
‘General of Crete has been proposed by 
the Turkish Government. Her Majesty’s 
‘Government stated in reply that the 
appointment of a Turkish subject as 
Governor General was contrary to the 
public declarations made by several of 
the Powers, Great Britain among the 
number, and acquiesced in by the others, 
and was consequently inadmissible. The 
appointment of an Ottoman subject would, 
‘in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, meet with the most strenuous 
resistance from the whole Christian popu- 
lation, and would make the Government 
-of the island impossible, except by an 
-overwhelming military force. 


Sm ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
Arising out of that answer, I should like 
to ask the right honourable Gentleman 
which of the other great Powers have 
made a public declaration against the 
appointment of an Ottoman subject as 
‘Governor General of Crete, and whether 
there is any Government in Crete at the 
present time, and whether any Govern- 
ment has existed since the Powers 
presumably took charge there? 


Mr. CURZON : Yes, Sir. In reply tothe 
last Question I look forward to the next 
Debate on the Foreign Office Estimates, 
when I hope I shall be able to lay before 
the House a statement of facts which will 
show a better state of things in Crete 
than has existed for some time. As 
regards the first Question, I should be 
glad if the honourable Member would 
put it on the Paper; but my impression 
‘is that it relates to the whole of the great 
Powers. 


Vew 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle of 
“Thanet): Is the right honourable Gentle- 
rman aware that the objections on the 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 


{ COMMONS} 
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part of the Christian population in Crete 
to a Turkish Governor apply still more 
forcibly on the part of the Mussulman 
inhabitants to a Greek subject, and 
especially to a member of the Greek 
Royal Family? 


Mr. CURZON: No, Sir, I am not 
aware of that fact; but I can well con- 
ceive that opposite opinions are enter- 
tained by the two classes. 


Sm E. ASHMEAD-RARTLETT: Caa 
the right honourable Gentleman give us 
an indication when we shall be able to 
join issue on this Question, by indicating 
when the Foreign Office Vote will again 


be discussed? 


Mr. CURZON: That is not a Question 
which should be addressed to me, but I 
am quite sure that we shall join issue 
on the first available opportunity. 


NEW BILLS. 


LOCAI. GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 


“To amend the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Parker Smith, Sir Thomas Gibson-Car- 
michael, Colonel Denny, and Mr. John 
Wilson (Govan). 


Presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 6th 
June, and to be printed. [Bill 214.] 


LIBRARIES (OFFENCES) BILL. 


“To provide for the punishment of 
Offences in Libraries.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Har- 
wood, Sir William Houldsworth, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Ascroft, Mr. 
Woods, and Mr. Lloyd Morgan. 


Presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 215.] 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 
(10TH AxtuLotrep Day.] 
Considered in Committee— 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith), CuarrMAn oF Ways AnD MEans, 
in the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


Civin SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS Estimates, 1898-9. 


Cuass II. 
IRISH ESTIMATES. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £27,932, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant in 
Dublin and London, and Subordinate Depart- 
ments.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Ques- 
tion put— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£1,000, in respect of the Salary of the Chief 
Secretary.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, E.): I rise 
to move a reduction of this sum by 
£1,000 in respect of the salary of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chicf 
Secretary for Ireland. I do so in order 
that I may be able to comment upon one 
or two points in connection with the right 
honourable Member’s administration in 
Ireland. The two chief points to which 
I desire to call attention are, first of all, 
the condition of affairs in West Mayo as 
regards the administration of the criminal 
law ; and secondly, the larger issue of the 
right honourable Gentleman’s administra- 
tion in relation to the distress now pre- 
vailing in the western districts of Ireland. 
West Mayo is at present, and has been for 
a considerable time, suffering from the 
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most acute distress, and—as I have been 
informed recently, in corroboration of 
information which I have gathered on the 
spot—that distress has been, and is at 
present being, aggravated by the action 
of the local landlords, who are endea- 
vouring, in spite of the cruel condition 
of the people, to extract the rents of this 
year as if it were an ordinary year. It 
is quite unnecessary for me to dilate in 
detail upon this subject, or to go over 
ground so often trodden in this House, 
by describing the normal condition of 
these people. It seems to me that it is 
admitted upon all sides that the normal 
condition of the great mass of the 


people in this particular district is 
one bordering upon hunger. In the 
best of years they can, by living 


in the most parsimonious way and on the 
lowest possible diet, barely pay their 
way ; but when a year of disaster like 
the present comes upon them it 
is simply barbarous to attempt to levy 
the full rents. The people are actually 
within a very short distance of starvation, 
and to their troubles the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary has 
added his edict, practically cutting off 
the right of public meeting. On a recent 
occasion, when we challenged the con- 
duct of the right honourable Gentleman 
in importing an extra number of police 
into the western portion of Mayo, and in 
sending, according to the old and evil 
practice, emergency magistrates, amongst 
whom was the well-known and notorious 
Mr. Shannon, who is a kind of walking 
executioner, for the purpose of carrying 
out special work—when we condemned 
this action, the right honourable Gentile 
man the Chief Secretary pointed out that 
there had been some outrages in the dis- 
trict. He mentioned two or three, and 
left the House under the impression, until 
corrected by interrogation, that these 
outrages were a consequence of the 
meetings to which he objected. But the 
very reverse has been the case. No 
doubt there has been seething ani 
simmering in that district a great 
deal of not unnatural discontent with 
that altogether indefensible condition of 
a teeming population, “cribbed, cabined, 
and confined,” in a most inhospitable 
portion of the country; starving, yet 
surrounded by great expanses of land 
on which, if the Government would 
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take the trouble to help, they could 
lead industrious, comfortable _ lives. 
But I say it is no wonder if 
these people, seeing year after year 
pass by and nothing, or very little—I 
will not say nothing—done, it is no 
wonder that there should be discontent. 
What has been in truth the history of 
this matter? There were a few isolated 
cases of outrage in West Mayo previous 
to the meeting at Westport last winter, 
of which the right honourable Gentle 
man the Chief Secretary complained ; and 
as far as I know, since the date of 
that meeting and a subsequent meeting 
which was proclaimed, there has been 
no outrage. An attempt was made by 
Mr. William O’Brien to substitute for 
these isolated outrages a system of agita- 
tion and combination on the lines familiar 
in the case of great strikes in this coun- 
try. The right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary has met that reason- 
able course of conduct by importing into 
these districts great bodies of extra police, 
and by suppressing meetings. And 
I now desire to assert deliberately that, if 
outrages occur in that district in the 
future, the responsibility for them will lie 
at the door of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land. The right honourable Gentleman 
has no right to charge any of those who 
speak, or endeavour to speak, at meet- 
ings in that district, with responsibility 
for outrage, when he refuses to give the 
people an opportunity of free and open 
meeting and of free speech. That is a 
course. which, in the past history of 
Ireland, has always been followed by 
secret combination and outrage; and, if 
the right honourable Gentleman chooses 
to pursue the evil example set him by his 
predecessors, on his head the responsi- 
bility must lie, and it cannot justly be 
laid on the head of any other man. Turn- 
ing from that subject to the wider one of 
the general state of distress, I think on 
no occasion have the Trish Party, when 
explaining the cause of the starving popu- 
lation in the west of Treland—a position 
into which they have been frequently 
forced—been treated more harshly, and 
in a more unsatisfactory manner, than 
during the present Session. Whenever 
we allude to the subject we are met by 
« stereotyped answer. The right honour- 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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able Gentleman the Chief Secretary says, 
firstly, that all our statements are exag- 
gerated ; and secondly, we are informed 
that, in so far as there is any distress, 
the Government have dealt with it fully 
and adequately. I am, therefore, obliged 
to endeavour once more to make good 
our case, and to prove to the satisfaction 
of the Committee, first, that there is, and 
has been, cruel distress in these districts ; 
and secondly, that the administration 
devised by the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary has entirely 
failed to deal adequately with that dis- 
tress ; and thirdly, that he has not recog- 
nised the responsibility which this con- 
dition of affairs throws upon him in the 
gevernment of Ireland—a responsibility 
which, I may say, all previous Govern- 
ments have sooner or later recognised, 
no doubt, in some instances, not until 
there had been a good many deaths. We 
are told that we are exaggerating in our 
accounts of the distress, and any account 
of the present condition of the West 
of Ireland taken from Nationalist 
journals, or from the mouths of 
men supposed to be Nationalist, is 
dismissed as a gross exaggeration made 
for political purposes. Upon that point I 
would refer to a remarkable and interest- 
ing letter which appeared in the Jrish 
Times of May 12th, written by the Rev. 
John G. Fahy, Protestant rector of the 
parish of Waterville, in the county of 
Kerry. I attach to this letter a great 
deal of importance, because, in the course 
of it, the writer declares himself to be 
a strong Unionist, and condemns attacks 
on the Government, which, he says, are 
calculated to do more harm than good. 
In that letter Mr. Fahy says— 


“ As one of a small committee consisting of 
three Unionists and one Nationalist; and, 
therefore, not likely in any way to criticise 
unfavourably the action of the Government, 
perhaps my representations may be listened to 
by your readers, and from a knowledge of the 
condition of the people in this district, they 
may form a just estimate of what is likely to 
be the condition of the people in other districts 
less favoured.” 


Then he explains that the parish of which 
he speaks is one to which many tourists 
resort, and a certain amount of money 
is spent in the place by the Atlantic 
Cable Company, and this percolates into 
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the surrounding townlands, and benefits 
the people directly or indirectly— 


“vetso keen isthe distress that eighty families 
within the above-mentioned area have applied 
for relief during the past two months.” 


Mr. Fahy goes on to say— 


“I investigated every case as far as 
possible. I have been in the homes of 
many. I have seen their shop accounts. I have 
consulted their neighbours, and I can say 
without exaggeration that, whilst all are badly 
off, 50 families are in dire distress, and this is 
mainly due, though not altogether, to the 
failure of the potato crop.” 


Then Mr. Fahy says— 


“ Now, as one who believes that the greatest 
injury this country could suffer would be 
separation from England, I may fairly claim a 
hearing from Englishmen, and ask them to 
credit statements made by one who has no 
personal or political end to serve, and I ask 
the members of the Government not to pooh- 
pooh this cry of distress because their attention 
is called to it by their opponents.” 


This is a letter from one of the Govern- 
ment’s warmest supporters, und he 
adds— 


“T have stated things as I find them in this 
district, more favoured in many ways than its 
neighbours. What I state I do so from per- 
sonal observation. Had anyone told me in 
February, or early in March, that such a state 
of things existed, I would have looked upon 
him as an alarmist.” 


That shows the temper of the man, and 
he proceeds— 


“T knew there was distress, as it could not 
be otherwise when the potato crop was almost 
a total failure. But only when it became my 
duty to find out things as they were, and as 
application after application came in, and as 
I went from one house to another to verify the 
statements made, it was only then I realised 
how great was the suffering and want within 
a radius of six miles from my home.” 


That is a most instructive letter. Here 
is a clergyman and a Unionist, who, in 
the beginning, thought the cases were 
exaggerated, and who admits that, after 
he had made an examination into each 
case in the parish in which he lived, and 
had gone to the houses to inquire, he 
could not have believed or realised the 
extent of the distress surrounding him 
within an area of six miles of his own 
house, and he adds— 


“T believe the state of things to be worse in 
the districts around me, not from personal 
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knowledge, but from the statements of many 
whom I have known for years, and whose tes- 
timony no reasonable man can doubt.” 


Proceeding with his letter, Mr. Fahy 
says— 


“ A man came to me the other day—father 
of six children—his wife recently confined. He 
told me that there was no food in his house 
for a sick wife, young baby, and five other 
children. I got him to make this statement 
before the clerk of petty sessions and the ser- 
geant of police. He did so, and asked me to 
come and test his case. I verified the truth 
of that. The man only asked for a few shil- 
lings in advance until I could open up some 
relief work on the following Monday. This is 
one of many typical cases. I could give twenty 
such.” 


That is the verdict of a strong sup- 
porter of the Government, a man who, 
although he was resident in the district 
and might, therefore, be supposed to 
have a special local knowledge, began his 
investigation into these cases with the 
idea that all our accounts were exag- 
gerated ; and yet he states that 80 fami- 
lies in his parish have applied for re- 
lief during the past two months, and 
that, while all are badly off, 50 families 
were in dire distress mainly, though not 
entirely, owing to the failure of the 
potato crop. If that is the state of affairs 
in one parish in the extreme south-west 
of Kerry, what must be the amount of 
human suffering that is going on through- 
out Ireland? But if we desire to make 
any impression on the Government we 
must look outside Nationalist journals 
and outside the British organs of the 
Government. Well, here is an extract 
from a letter written by the editor of 
the Mark Lane Express. It is not 
a humourist paper; it does not, indeed, 
concern itself with politics, but is a 
purely impartial business paper. Here 
is what the editor of the Mark Lane 
Express says in a letter to that 
journal— 


“The distress which prevails when the sole 
crop fails is almost beyond realisation by 
those who do not practically depend upon one 
kind of food. Ruin comes like an avalan 
Ireland is always regarded as being in a 
chronic state of poverty, and many of its 
peasantry standing at the next door to starva- 
tion. This is true in a measure, for whilst 
some portions of the country are prosperous, 
others are at the best of times only just one 
remove from want. There are few people in 
England who have not heard of the pitiful 
condition of the Irish poor in the south and 
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west, but not many are able to realise the 
dreadful state of affairs which exists. This 
ean scarcely be a matter for surprise when 
even the rulers of the country fail to see it, or, 
if they see, decline to admit it unless abso- 
lutely compelled.” 


That is the language of the editor of 
the Mark Lane Express, and he goes 
on to say— 


“Some of this year’s surplus, which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had to deal 
with, would have been better spent in improv- 
ing the condition of the Irish poor, than in 
taking a trifle off the tobacco duty; and my 
wish is that some strong man would come to 
the front and prove his claim to the name of 
statesman and philanthropist by removing this 
foul blot from our national life.” 


So much for a Unionist and a man whose 
impartiality is, I think, above suspicion. 
I have another extract, from a news- 
paper which, I believe, is a strong sup- 
porter of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury. It is a paper whose authority the 
right honourable Gentleman cannot ques- 
tion; I refer to the Manchester Courier. 
Here is what the special agricultural cor- 
respondent of that journal says on April 
30 last— 


“T should like to say a few words on the 
distress in the south and south-west of Ire- 
land from the agricultural point of view. 
With the party-political side I have nothing 
to do; having just returned from a visit to 
Ireland, I can say that there is no question of 
doubt as to distress, and I can add further that 
some of the potato land is not yet planted, 
there is still seed to be distributed by the 
officials, and it ought to be done without 
delay, or the crop will be again deficient. 
Times are so bad in certain parts that the 
people have to be put upon relief works that 
they may earn enough money to keep body 
and soul together. Manchester has done some 
good for these poor people, and I can assure 
the subscribers that where I have been the 
money is being well spent. On the question 
of the housing of the peasant I must say I am 
ashamed at what I have seen in this portion 
of our Kingdom. I never believed it to be 
half so bad as it is, and I have read what 
others have written. The hardships in which 
the peasants live, the difficulties under which 
they raise their limited crops, are always 
great, but what is the extent of their trouble 
when there is no seed to get another crop?” 


Even that is a testimony from an 
entirely independent witness, a witness, 
in fact, who might be expected rather to 
take the Government view that every- 
thing had been done that was necessary, 
and that the distress had been grossly 
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exaggerated. The records of the Man. 
sion House Committee, from which 
the harrowing accounts that appeared 
in the Dublin newspapers were sup- 
plied, show beyond doubt the terrible 
state of distress which prevails, 
I think I have established a tolerably 
strong case, proving that, in spite of the 
relief given by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, the con- 
dition of things in the west of Ireland 
at the present moment is harrowing in 
the extreme, and a disgrace to the 
administration of that country. I think 
I have established that quite clearly. 
There are only two other points to which 
I wish to refer. I wish to allude to the 
condition of the school children. Some 
time ago I was privileged to see the 
private and confidential Reports of the 
Manchester Committee. I directed the 
attention of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary to these Reports, 
and he has since told me that he had 
read them. And what was the right 
honourable Gentleman’s reply when I 
questioned him as to the action he had 
taken on these Reports? He said he had 
issued a circular to the relieving officers 
directing their attention to the power 
they possessed of relaxing the ordinary 
conditions of the poor law with a view 
to giving provisional relief. I think that 
is an extraordinary answer. In those 
districts where the children are suffering 
most the condition of the rates is such, 
and the indebtedness of the unions is 
such, that any attempts to add fresh 
burdens would simply swamp the small 
remnant of the population not already 
overwhelmed with debt. The right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland has directed the atten- 
tion of the relieving officers to their 
power to give relief in the case of chil- 
dren who are in the condition described 
in these Reports. I cannot read these 
Reports, because they are confidential, 
but it is notorious what is the condition 
of affairs. In a number of schools in the 
west of Ireland children fainted from 
hunger, and were found to be suffering 
from very painful diseases, owing to the 
fact that their food consisted largely of 
Indian meal, and was altogether poor 
and insufficiently nourishing. I think 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary ought to do something 
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more humane and more creditable than 
sending a circular to bankrupt unions 
directing their attention to their powers. 
I do not know if they have these powers, 
but I do think the right honourable 
Gentleman might have done something 
more sympathetic and more reasonable 
in dealing with so painful and terrible 
a condition of things. I think, really, 
the condition of the school children is 
one that ought to be dealt with in a more 
humane way than any we have yet 
experienced from the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary. It is 
cold-blooded and hard, when one of these 
periodical misfortunes fall upon the 
people, when they are overtaken by what 
is described bv the editor of the Mark 
Lane Express as an “ avalanche of ruin,” 
that there should be no other remedy 
than to inform the wretched ratepayers 
of these desolate and poverty-stricken 
districts that they have the right to deal 
with it by relaxing the law of outdoor 
relief. Sir, we are alarmed at the spirit 
the right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary has displayed in dealing with 
this matter. We were alarmed when we 
heard the right honourable Gentleman 
proposing clause 12 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act the other day, because we saw 
in it a continuance of the policy which 
the right honourable Gentleman has 
carried out so sternly and with such 
iron-bound rules during the winter—of 
endeavouring to squeeze the last drop 
out of these miserable districts before he 
will relax the pursestrings of the 
plethoric Treasury to give them some 
assistance. The Government statistics of 
the failure of the potato crops in Ireland 
in 1897 more than confirm anything that 
has been said on this subject. I confess 
that I, myself, strongly as I have spoken 
on the subject, was astounded when I 
came to examine the Government 
statistics, which justify every word we 
Irish Members have uttered as to the 
extent of the distress, and go far 
beyond anything we have ever said 
in any of the statements we have ever 
made in the House. The total produce 
of the potato crop was 1,498,416 tons, 
or 44.5 per cent. below the yield of 1896, 
and equivalent to a decrease of 45.5 per 
cent. on the 10 years previously. I am 
not quite sure what would be 
the average price of potatoes, but 
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I should say it is about £3 per ton. An 
honourable Member says £4; but taking 
it at £3, which, I think, is a moderate 
price, the shortage in the staple food of 
the people, according to the Government 
statistics, was of the value of £4,300,000, 
But that does not tell one half of the 
story, because the whole of the shortage 
fell on the poorer districts. It is impos 
sible to exaggerate the gravity of these 
figures. What does the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, on behalf 
of the British Treasury, propose as a 
remedy? A grant of £20,000, £5,006 
of which is to go in salaries to distribut- 
ing officials. That is to say: the 
generosity of which the right honourable 
Gentleman has been boasting is that in 
order to meet a shortage of £4,000,000 
he proposes a grant of £20,000, and 
£5,000 of that is to be spent in salaries. 
I claim that these figures more than 
bear out—they go beyond anything we 
Irish Members have said in this House. 
In previous debates I have pointed out 
to the Committee that these figures give 
only a very faint idea of the magnitude 
of the evil. The reports take the whole 
crops of Ireland, but a careful examina- 
tion shows that the yield of potatoes has 
not been much more than one-third of 
the average crop, and in some of the 
poorest unions five-sixths or six-sevenths 
of the crop on which the people depend 
for their food was swept away. To make 
matters worse, what was left of the crop 
was entirely unfit for human food, and 
it was on the diseased remnant of their 
crop that these unfortunate people in 
many districts had to strive to live for 
many weeks, assisted by charity. On 
the top of all this misfortune came the 
Spanish-American war, and a rapid rise 
in provisions, so that I suppose it’ now 
takes far more to maintain a family, 
even on wretched Indian meal, than in 
an ordinary prosperous year. This is a 
terrible state of affairs, and deserves a 
totally different class of treatment to 
what it has received up to the present 
time from this House. A few days ago 
an honourable Member of this House 
handed me £50 to distribute amongst 
these people. I sent it to 11 different - 
parishes which, after careful examina- 
tion, I had selected as the worst. I wish 
I could show honourable Members the 
letters of thanks I have received; they 
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might then realise the condition of these 
unfortunate people. The Government 
system of treating this distress is a cruel 
and barbarous one, and I take the oppor- 
tunity of moving this reduction in order 
to give expression to what I believe to be 
the all but unanimous verdict of Irish 
Nationalists and Unionists as to the 
administration of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire 
land in the catastrophe which has over- 
taken the west of Ireland. 


Question put. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
The right honourable Gentléman the 
Chief Secretary has spoken with scorn 
and contempt of the starving population 
in Ireland. [Mr. Geratp Batrour indt- 
cated dissent:| That is my opinion. We 
Irish Nationalist Members recollect his 
words, and we shall take good care that 
the people of this country do not forget 
them. I congratulate the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary upon 
his Unionist policy. From his point of 
view that policy must have been a great 
success, because the object of the Union 
had been attained—namely, the destruc. 
tion of Ireland’s prosperity. The right 
honourable Gentleman seems to regard 
himself as a sort of deus ex machind, put 
by some providential arrangement into 
the Government of Ireland. But Irish- 
men cannot but regard the right honour- 
able Gentleman as a foreign adminis- 
trator who has never shown sympathy 
with us; as the head of our administra- 
tion, the object of which is, not to look 
after the noor, but to destroy them ; not 
to protect the prosperity of Ireland, but 
apparently to injure it. The right hon- 
ourable Gentleman’s want of sympathy 
towards the Irish poor is shown by his 
speeches in reference to Irish distress. 
Only the other day he declared that the 
poor people in these congested districts 
were in a bad state of health on account 
of their dirty habits, and he went on to 
say that they could not be supplied 
with champagne and sent to the South 
of France. I cannot characterise that 
observation as 1 should like to charac- 
terise it ; but I will say that no words are 
strong enough to condemn it, and if it 
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{COMMONS} 





1240 


had pot been spoken in this House by a 


Supply. 


right honourable Gentleman in _ the 
responsible position of a Minister of the 
Crown I should say that an observa- 
tion of that kind is indicative of the 
maximum of cruelty and the minimum of 
humanity. A few days ago the right 
honourable Gentleman made what has 
become known as “the champagne 
speech,” which I am bound to say, bad 
as it was, was an improvement on some 
speeches made by former Ministers; it 
wag rather better than the “Don’t hesi- 
tate to shoot” speech of another Chief 
Secretary. In that speech the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary referred to the Lord Mayor of Dub- 
lin, and said his statement of the sufifer- 
ings of the people was highly coloured and 
exaggerated. There is one honourable 
Member who does not agree with the 
right honourable Gentleman on that point, 
a gentleman, too, whose opinion the Chief 
Secretary ought to recognise—I refer to 
an honourable Member who was brought 
into this House by the First Lord of the 
Treasury as a gentleman who had special 
knowledge of Irish affairs,and who would 
support, through thick and thin, a 
Unionist administration in Ireland—I 
refer to Mr. Carson, one of the honour- 
able Members for Dublin University. The 
honourable Member read the letter of the 
Lord Mayor containing the statements 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland described 
as highly coloured and exaggerated, and 
he contributed £10 towards the relief 
of the distress. 


Mr. E. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
I may be allowed to say that I had not 
read the Lord Mayor’s letter containing 
a description of the distress; I had pri- 
vate information on the subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: ‘hot is 
better still. The honourable and learned 
Member, who evidently did not accept 


the official account, sent £10. ‘Lhe 
policy of the present Administra- 
tion seems to be to so_ reduce 


and enfeeble the condition of the Irish 
peasantry that they would adopt emigra- 
tion as the alternative to their misery, 
but such a policy will have from the Irish 
Members a most strenuous resistance. 
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There is a passage in this letter which I 
will not read, but it is interesting in 
this way. Here is a Protestant clergy- 
man—a minister of the Irish Protestant 
Church—writing this letter, and, at the 
same time, stating that among his own 
co-religionists there were not more than 
two families in anything like distress. 
We see this gentleman with kindly feel- 
ing going into the miserable huts and 
hovels belonging to people of a different 
religion, but bound to them by the com- 
mon ties of Christianity and _ brother- 
hood, and coming forward, as so many 
others like him have come forward, to 
relieve these starving and destitute 
people, with no political object to serve, 
because he himself says, although he is 
strongly in favour of the Unionist policy, 
he is bound to say that he strongly and 
most regretfully differs from the opinion 
of the Chief Secretary on this matter. 
We may fairly ask Englishmen to take 
the statements made by this reverend 
gentleman, and not pooh-poon this dis- 
tress because their attention is called to it 
by the opponents of the Government. 
He deeply regrets the language used by 
the Chief Secretary, and if the right 
honourable Gentleman knew how much 
his remarks had pained men as loyal as 
any in the United Kingdom he would 
endeavour to approach this question of 
distress in that kindly spirit recom- 
mended by the Lord Mayor of Dublin. 
It greatly intensifies and exasperates 
the feelings of the Irish people to know 
that when we—without the informa- 
tion which the Government had, but 
simply from general information— 
warned the Government to come to the 
rescue of these poor people, they did 
nothing. Then we had the Lord Cado- 
gan letter at the very time when the 
Government had these horrible statistics 
at their disposal. We only knew grad- 
ually, casually, and generally the state 
of the country, and when the Irish Mem- 
bers implored the Government to con- 
vene Parliament in October, in refer- 
ence to the distress, they, with the state- 
ments before them, which we have now, 
did nothing, and so far from doing any- 
thing they did their best, I say deliber- 
ately, to counteract all contributions for 
the relief of the distress, in order -- 
although it seems almost inconceivable 
—that the Irish people should be 
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reduced to a chronic position of misery 
and degradation. I feel grateful to the 
House for having listened to me with 
great attention and with great kind- 
ness, and I can assure honourable Mem- 
bers that it is no pleasure to me to have 
to make speeches of this character. The 
question is not a mere matter of policy 
and administration as between the 
Irish Members on one side and the 
Chief Secretary on the other. Its object 
is the preservation of starving men and 
women and children, starving through 
no fault of their own, but through the 
concentrated action of the Administra- 
tion, for which the right honourable 
Gentleman, as its head, is responsible. 
I cannot conceive how any man, no 
matter what his religion or politics may 
be, who, going through these districts 
and seeing the unspeakable destitution, 
poverty, and misery, cannot wish to 
extend relief to these poor people. No 
English Administration in all its con- 
duct in Ireland seems to me to have 
been so unjust, so horrible, and so cruel, 
as is the conduct of the present Govern- 
ment in this matter. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I, of 
course, as an English agricultural Mem- 
ber, have no right to intervene with a 
Debate on the Irish Estimates. I have, 
however, some knowledge of the country 
alluded to by the honourable Member 
for East Mayo, and I regret that 
when he moved the adjournment of the 
House the other day the Government 
did not see their way to acquiesce in 
the suggestion of the honourable Mem- 
ber, because exceptional distress, whether 
it takes place either in Essex or in Mayo, 
or on the south-west coast of Ireland, to 
my mind requires exceptional remedies. 
I am bound to say that when the repre- 
sentatives of the Eastern Counties 
brought forward the condition of East 
Anglia, and Essex in particular, we never 
received anything from the Treasury 
Bench, whether it was Liberal or Con- 
servative, except a certain amount of 
platonic commiseration, but the Irish 
Members always gave us all the support 
they could. With reference, if I may 
say so, to the attack made on the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland with regard 
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characterised as the “champagne speech” 
—all I venture to say is that it is imvos- 
sible to believe that the right honourable 
Gentleman, who is so urbane, and, as 2 
rule, so sympathetic, could have meant 
what he is reported to have said. I must 
say that a speech like that only ranks 
with such an historical statement as that 
made by Marie Antoinette in 1797, who, 
when told that the people had no bread 


9? 


to eat, said, “Let them eat cake! 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, Central): Has 


my honourable Friend read a report of 
my speech? 


Mason RASCH: Yes. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
paper? 


Masor RASCH: In the 7zmes. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Then will 
my honourable Friend give me an expla- 
nation of what he said or intended to 
say ! 


Mason RASCH: Certainly. All I 
wanted to say was that I thought the 
right honourable Gentleman had been 
somewhat unfairly attacked, and that the 
statement could not have borne the 
meaning attached to it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I must 
again interrupt the honourable Member. 
What he said was that it was impossible 
that I could have really meant what i 
said. I have already stated most dis- 
tinctly that I did mean what I said, and 
that there was nothing in what I said 
calculated in any degree to have been 
offensive to anyone. 


Masor RASCH: If the right, honour- 
able Gentleman admits that he meant 
what he said I can only say I 
am sorry for it. But I should 
not have intervened in this Debate 
at all except that I wished to express 
recognition of the sympathy and help 
which we the Members for the Eastern 
counties have received from the Irish 
Members. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): I 
just want to say a word or two 
Major Rasch. 


In what 
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in support of the appeal of the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo. I believe 
that the distress in the West of Ireland 
is worse than this House is aware of, 
I should like to read an extract from one 
or two reports which I have received 
within the last few days, and which pre 
sent a deplorable picture of the condition 
of Mayo. One states— 


“The increase in the price of flour conse- 
quent on the war is very great. Flour whica 
could be bought for 6s. 6d. is now up to 16s 
even. I do not know what will become of 
the poor people here.” 


Another letter from County Galway 
states— 


“For the past four months out of eight 
hundred families that require relief here only 
very little over three hundred are relieved by 
the Government relief fund, set in operation 
in February, while five hundred families who 
have been left in a semi-starved condition 
depend on private and public charity. The 
people are most willing to work if only they 
can get employment, and they would work 
for sixpence a day if they could get it. 
If the price of provisions continues to go up 
as it has been during the last fortnight I do 
not know what is to become of them during 
the next three months. Not a day passes 
but they are up at my place to know if I can 
relieve them in any way, and they frequentty 
go down on their knees and implore me to 
give them the price of one stone of Indian 
meal. In fact, the distress is so great now 
that it cannot be described.” 


I have several other letters of the same 
kind which I need not read, but I do 
think it a disgrace to this country to 
allow such a state of things to be going 
on so close to our own doors. I am sure 
that if the Chief Secretary visited the 
West of Ireland himself, and saw with 
his own eyes the condition of things, he 
would come back with very different 
views. There is a _ great difference 
between seeing with one’s own eyes and 
reading what other people have seen. 
The relief of these poor people would be 
a mere drop in the ocean for this 
country. We are all delighted to see the 
order prevailing in Ireland as compared 
with a former period, and are we not all 
very anxious to get on kindly and cordial 
feelings with the Irish people? Here is 
the very poorest part of the kingdom. 
We have an overflowing Exchequer and 
an enormous surplus: why should not we 
be a little more generous to these poor 
people? It is very important that the 
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Government should put an end to the 
distress which now prevails in these dis- 
tricts, but is this the way to do it? Is it 
not the Unionist argument that Ireland, 
being part of a rich country, is 
better off than if left to herself? 
And yet in a famine in the poorest 
arts of Ireland, affecting half a 
million of people, you give them just 
as little as you possibly can. Is that 
the way to reconcile the Irish people 
to British rule? On the grounds of 
Unionist policy I wonder honourable Mem- 
bers opposite do not see for themselves 
what an extremely mistaken policy this 
is. Would a Home Rule Parliament 
neglect them? These poor people in 
the west of Ireland have friends scat- 
tered through the United States, Canada, 
and Australia, and by your treatment 
of them you are only sowing seeds of 
bitterness and discontent throughout 
the world. I say it is most unwise, most 
senseless in fact. English administra- 
tion lacks sympathy—I believe it intends 
to be just, but it lacks sympathy. The 
Irish people are sympathetic and quick, 
like all Celtic races, and you are missing 
a great opportunity in this country by 
not acting more generously towards them 
in the time of distress. Why is ther2 
such a mass of people living on the 
bogs in Ireland? What is the reason? 
Confiscation drove the people off the 
rich lands into the bogs. The present 
condition of the people is the result of 
political changes in Ireland. I have 
driven through those districts myself, 
and I know how desperately poor the 
people are, and I ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman not to look upon this 
question from a narrow, economical, 
cheese-paring point of view, but to look 
at it as a statesman should, with a wish 
to preserve the good opinion of the Irish 
people. We have not too many friends in 
the world just now, and it is foolish of 
us to miss an opportunity of this kind 
of sowing the seeds of kindliness an? 
goodwill among the Irish race scat- 
tered throughout the world. I support 
the appeal of the honourable Member 
for East Mayo. The Irish Members 
have a first claim, and I hope the 
Government will accede to it. 





*Mr. HORACE PLUNKETT (Dublin 
Co., S.): The honourable Member who 
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has just sat down is known in this House 
and out of it as being perfectly disin- 
terested, and I for one thank him for 
the sympathy he has shown with my 
countrymen. I regret, however, he 
should have appealed to the Government. 
on the ground of policy at all, and that 
he should have asked them to depart 
from what he calls their narrow, chees2- 
paring policy, and adopt a more states- 
manlike attitude. I do not myself join in 
any of the criticisms which have passed on 
the demeanour of the Chief Secretary or 
his attitude towards the question of dis- 
tress in Ireland. I nave had an oppor- 
tunity of being in constant friendly con- 
sultation with him 1s « member of the 
Congested Districts Board and as an ola 
personal friend, and there can be nothing 
more untrue than to say that the attitude 
which he considers it his duty to assums 
is due to any want of the feelings of com- 
mon humanity which has been imputed 
to him. Even the speech which has. 
come to be known as the “champagne 
speech ” I do not think was understood 
by anybody who read it in the sense in 
which it has been taken up. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What did 
the Erpress of Dublin say in connection 
with it? 


*Mr. HORACE PLUNKETT: I do not 
happen to have read the Daily Express 
on the subject. I take it my right honour- 
able Friend wished to show that there 
were certain measures of relief which the 
Gcvernment could ‘not possibly take, not 
because in themselves they would not 
immediately conduce to the happiness 
and comfort of the people, but because 
they would create’ a precedent which 
could not possibly be followed in future, 
and would leave the general condition of 
the people worse than it was before. In 
the weariness of Debate my right honour- 
able Friend indulged in an extravagance 
of illustration more usual among 
my own countrymen than with his. 
I did not hear the speech myself 


—I read it in the 7imes—and as io 
the meaning which attached to it, I never 
mistook it for one moment. 





Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Read the Standard leader on it. 
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*Mr. HORACE PLUNKETT: 
happen to have read all the papers. I 
formed my own opinion on it. 


Mr. DILLON: I did not allude to the 
speech at all, as the honourable Member 
has argued. What we complain of was 
not the meaning, but the spirit which 
dictated the speech. 


*Mr. HORACE PLUNKETT: I was not 
referring to the honourable Member for 
East Mayo. 


Mr. DILLON: I only wish to correct 
the honourable Member in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding. So 
far as I personally have been able to 
gather Irish opinion, which I think is 
absolutely unanimous on the subject, it 
is not the meaning of the speech—it is 
the spirit with which any man responsible 
for these horrible sufferings could 
approach the subject, and use such an 
illustration that the Irish people felt so 
bitterly. 


*Mr. HORACE PLUNKETT: iI 
thoroughly understand the argument, but 
I was perfectly convinced when I read the 
speech that the spirit which the right 
honourable Gentleman has always shown 
was not departed from on thai occasion, 
and I think the attack on him is unfair. 
Now, Sir, in the few words which I wish 
to address to the House on this subject, 
I will refer to the point made by the 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down, namely, the need for a_per- 
manent remedy for this distress. 
I know that when there is a 
heated Debate on the subject of excep- 
tional distress, it is hard to get honour- 
able Members to listen patiently to an 
economic discussion dealing with its per- 
manent relief, and yet so convinced am 
I that the real difficulty of dealing with 
exceptional distress is that the measures 
taken might hamper the ultimate solu- 
tion of the problem, that I do not think 
it is possible to treat the two questions 
separately. The honourable Member for 
East Mayo said the other day that I 
spoke as an expert on this question. I 
do not pretend to do that at all. I 
am a student of the question, and I do 
not profess to know a tenth part of what 
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I hope to know after I have studied it 
more deeply ; but I have come to some 
conclusions as to the lines on which the 
ultimate remedy is to be sought. It 
is absolutely necessary that there 
should be friendly co-operation between 
the Government, the local authorities, 
and, what is far more difficult to bring 
about, these poor people whom we wish 
to benefit. It is with that factor 
in the question that I wish chiefly 
to deal. The Congested Districts 
Board have, for the last six years, 
been trying all manner of remedial 
measures to deal with these conditions. 
It is not necessary that I should deal with 
the question of migration, because that 
has been duly discussed in this House, 
We well understand what is desired in 
that direction. In addition to migration 
and the enlargement of holdings, we wish 
to develop the fisheries around the coast 
and to establish small rural industries. 
But when we try to build up an industry 
in these districts we meet with one great 
initial difficulty. Under modern condi- 
tions the main factor in the development 
of industries is an industrial class—a 
class with the traditions and habits of 
industry. Here we have to select 
the human material from a_ popula 
tion which by reason of its poverty 
and destitution is the least fitted for 
industrial life. That is the great diff- 
culty we have to deal with in the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and I have come 
to the conclusion that there is no way of 
getting over this difficulty except by an 
active scheme of education. Now, in 
dealing with children the principles on 
which we should proceed are well under- 
stood, but we cannot wait until a new 
generation grows up in order to help us 
to solve this : problem. We have got to do 
something with the adult members of 
the community, and as far as my study 
in foreign countries, where similar condi 
tions have existed, goes, there is abso- 
lutely no other way than by teaching them 
methods of organisation and co- operation. 
What I mean by organisation is this. 
We shall have to send “capable men down 
among them, who will find in their 
poor little economy some improvement 
which, bv joining together in oreanised 
association, they can carry out more 
efficiently and. ‘economically than they 
can separately, and when once we have 
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succeeded in a scheme of this kind, I 
maintain we shall have given these people 
just that kind of education which will 
prepare them far better to receive outside 
aid. I know this is a very dry and 
difficult subject to interest the House cf 
Commons in, but these views are held by 
men far abler than myself, men older 
than I am, who have lived amongst the 
people; and, whilst we do _ not 
entertain any extravagant hopes as to 
the direct benefit of this work we are 
doing in this district, we do believe that 
there is need for Government assistance 
on a large scale. It is for that reason 
that I thought it well to intervene in 
this Debate, and I do not wish to detain 
the House at any great length at present. 
I wish to say, before sitting down, that 
I think things have happened since the 
scheme of Government relief was put 
into operation that demand more drastic 
measures to deal with this problem. But 
of this I am certain, that it is no kind- 
ness to the people that we all desire to 
help to bring this great national ques- 
tion down to the level of party contro 
versy. 


Mr. P. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): Irise 
to support this Motion for two reasons. 
First, because I believe Irish distress has 
not received sufficient attention in this 
House. My second reason is that I think 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland does not pay 
sufficient attention to institutions in Ire- 
land such as industrial schools, which 
are very useful. These institutions, as 
the House is aware, receive those poor 
strays and waifs, and bring them up and 


educate them and teach them to 
be good and useful members of 
society. If we had not such insti- 


tutions as these in Ireland, in all pro 
bability these poor strays and waifs 
would become pests to society. Well, Sir, 
I think that the Chief Secretary might 
help those institutions better than he 
does. In my constituency there is an 
industrial school, which is certified for 
70 pupils, but it has accommodation for 
120. The magistrates of the district, 
and, I might say, for the matter of that, 
all the people of South Wexford, are in 
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favour of an extension of these industrial 
schools, and the Chief Secretary has been 
applied to several times. I believe that 
last year I applied to him myself for an 
extension for 20 pupils. Well, Sir, this 
does not mean very much. Each pupil 
only costs £13 annually—that is to say, 
nominally costs £13, but friends of the 
children contribute something towards 
the maintenance of those children, pos- 
sibly one-fourth—so that £10 a year 
might be nearer what each pupil would 
cost ; and, as I am not asking very much 
from the Chief Secretary, and as Wex- 
ford is not a very rich county, and as I 
am asking for this for a good object, I 
hope that the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary will kindly con- 
sider this, and see if he can grant this 
small concession on behalf of my consti- 
tuency for an extension to accommodate 
20 pupils. 


Mr. CARSON: I only just wish to 
intervene with a few remarks upon this 
important question of distress in Ireland, 
and I may say, Sir, that I think, consider- 
ing the seriousness of the question, and 
in suggesting remedies for the distress 
which exists, we ought to rise to some- 
thing above personal attacks. Then, Mr. 
Lowther, I do not at all join, and I wish 
particularly to disavow any idea of join- 
ing, in any attack whatsoever on the 
Chief Secretary. It is quite true that sone 
newspapers in Ireland have made use of 
phrases that were used in his speech, in 
which they have tried to arouse some 
impression that the Chief Secretary was 
out of sympathy with the existing dis- 
tress in Ireland. Sir, I do not for a 
moment believe it. But, Sir, apart from 
these personalities, which I do not think 
will assist us in coming to a conclusion, 
we have an important matter to consider, 
Mr. Lowther. Now, the first thing we 
have to consider is, is there exceptional 
distress in Ireland? Now, Sir, I do not 
think, so far as my information goes— 
and I suppose, like every other Irish 
Member, I am burdened with correspon- 
dence necessarily with reference to these 
matters—in my opinion, so far as I can 
judge, there is no general distress in Ire 
land at the present time. But, Sir, as 
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regards certain distress in the south and 
west of Ireland, so far as my information 
goes, the distress there is of the most 
exceptional character. Mr. Lowther, what 
do we mean by exceptional distress in 
Ireland? Why, Sir, at the best of times 
these poor people for whom we are plead- 
ing live in a distressful condition, and 
when these people. and those interested 
in them come forward to put before the 
House of Commons, or to put before the 
British nation, what they call exceptional 
distress, unhappy indeed must be the lot 
of these veople. At the best of times 
their living is of the lowest order, and it 
is a class of living which can only be 
called an existence. And, Sir, what they 
are crying out for now is only that they 
may be allowed to have that mere exist- 
ence. But, Mr. Lowther, when we admit 
that exceptional distress of this kind 
prevails at the present time it is not 
so easy to suggest remedies to prevent 
this chronic distress. But, Sir, we must 
deal with the immediate necessities of 
the case. In England, when distress of 
this kind arises, you are blessed with 
millionaires, with great wealth, with 


great factories, and with rich people, who 


can well afford to be charitable. Unfor- 
tunately, Sir, Ireland is a poor country, 
and we have no millionaires. We have 
no wealth, and we have very little in the 
nature of trade. We have no factories, 
and we have no employment which can 
cope with this exceptional distress. I 
am not going to say, Sir, what is 
the reason of that. It is not at all 
germane to this subject, and I think very 
little good is done in making attacks 
on the English Government when we 
want to deal for the moment with the 
state of things that we find exists in 
Ireland. Now, Sir, I ask this question: 
if that exceptional distress exists, even 
in part, is this House of Commons going 
to say we can do nothing? I am aware, 
Sir, that the Government are willing, if 
the local authorities will contribute some- 
thing, to contribute to some scheme of 
relief. I believe that is the arrangement. 
But, Sir, that is a matter that you cannot 
work out satisfactonly in these poor 
districts, and all I can say is, that if 
this distress continues in these places 
for any length of time, I think it will 
create more ill-feeling towards the Eng- 


Mr. Carson. 
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lish Government in those particular 
quarters than any amount of politics 
can ever do. Now, Sir, having 
said so much, I join in the appeal—I join 
in the serious appeal—to Her Majesty's 
Government to take this matter at once 
in hand. These people do not ask for 
much. They ask, as I said before, 
merely to be allowed to exist by such 
relief as the Government may be pleased 
to give them. But, Sir, this recurring 
distress must also be dealt with. It is 
a matter of vital importance that’ we 
should not have to come to this House 
time after time putting forward the 
situation of these poor people, and 
asking the Government to relieve their 
immediate needs by such grants as have 
been given. Sir, I think a great deal 
more might be done through the Con- 
gested Districts Board if they were given 
more means, and I believe that there is 
no one who understands Ireland, or who 
has watched affairs in Ireland, who is 
not of opinion that, so far as their means 
went, the Congested Districts Board 
have done their duty, and have done it 
well. But, Sir, they have limited means 
—exceedingly limited means—and when 
you have, year after year, these enormous 
surpluses in your Budgets, which enable 
taxation to the extent of £1,000,000 to 
be taken off tobacco, and matters of that 
kind, surely, Sir, this rich country 
might join us in something nobler, and 
in helping the Congested Districts Board 
to relieve the sufferings of these poor 
people. I speak on this question from 
no political side, for I hope the House 
will raise this question above Party or 
political considerations. I hope those 
speakers who follow on the other side 
will not exaggerate the case, or render 
it more difficult by attacks upon the 
British Government. What is the good 
of that when starvation faces these 
people? Upon an occasion like this I 
think we should consider the condition 
of these poor people, and rise to a more 
generous spirit than is frequently shown 
in these Debates, and demand from the 
Government some kind of generous treat- 


ment for these poor people. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: The speeck 
of the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for Trinity College 
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must, I think, bring conviction to 
the minds of honourable Members in 
this House that there does exist a serious 
state of affairs in Ireland, and an excep- 
tional amount of distress, which calls for 
exceptional treatment. The right honour- 
able Gentleman has made an appeal, 
whicn I think is a wise appeal, that this 
Debate should be conducted not so much 
upon Party lines as with a view to the 
very serious state of affairs existing in 
certain counties of Ireland; and when 
he deprecates personal attacks upon the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary in this matter I think he 
should, in fairness, remember that what- 
ever is personal in connection with these 
Debates arises not so much from the 
attacks upon the Chief Secretary as from 
that unfortunate language which he 
allowed himself to use in this House. 
The right honourable Gentleman said 
that he meant every word which he said 
in that speech, which has been so widely 
criticised, and I think that every Member 
of this House will heartily echo the state- 
ment made by one of the representatives 
for Essex, who immediately declared that 
he was extremely sorry to hear the right 
honourable Gentleman make such a state 
ment with regard to his speech. Mr. 
Lowther, the very fact that a speech of 
that kind could be made by a person in 
the position of the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant is the very best proof, to 
my mind, that it is utterly impossible 
that any Englishman, no matter how 
well disposed he may be, can ever with 
success or satisfaction administer the 
duties which he is called upon to adminis- 
ter in the position of Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant. However, I am 
going to leave the personal part of this 
matter on one side. I condemned the 
language of the right honourable Gentle- 
man when I heard it; I condemned it 
ever since, and I condemn it now; and 
I am at perfect liberty to do so, because 
I am one of those Irish Members who 
do not enjoy the pleasure of the 
personal acquaintance of the right 
honourable Gentleman in private, and he 
may be perfectly certain that while 
I condemn him across the floor of this 
House, I shall take no opportunity in the 
Lobby outside afterwards of trying to 
excuse myself for what may appear to be 
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my harsh conduct to him across the floor 
of the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I never 
excused myself to the Chief Secretary. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: The honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Donegal 
amuses me. I am not a manufacturer 
of hats, but, if the cap fits anybody, they 
are quite at liberty to wear it. With 
regard to the statement made by the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
East Mayo, I can only say that from the 
very beginning of this Session of Parlia- 
ment statements have been put before 
the Government with regard to distress 
in Ireland, and it is certainly a 
melancholy spectacle to find that, after 
several months have passed, we are 
here again obliged, in the same 
manner, to bring before the Govern- 
ment the distress which exists in certain 
districts of Ireland. Why, surely, Mr. 
Lowther, the statements made at an 
early period of this Session ought to 
have been quite sufficient to induce the 
Government to take adequate steps ; and 
yet the statements of Gentlemen like the 
honourable Member for East Mayo and 
other representatives of distressed dis- 
tricts, made when Parliament met, were 
consistently ignored, and here, after 
several months delay, we find Conserva- 
tive supporters of the Government 
obliged to admit that the state of affairs 
existing in Ireland calls for exceptional 
relief, and that relief has not been 
granted by the Government, although 
they have had plenty of warning of the 
distress. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Adequate 
relief has been granted. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Well, the right 
honourable Gentleman says that ade 
quate relief has been granted. Might I 
ask, Mr. Lowther, if 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Excep- 
tional relief has been granted. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Perhaps the 
right honourable Gentleman will explain 
what he does mean when he replies. I 
gather from his interruptions that he 
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considers that sufficient relief has been 
given, and adequate steps have been 
taken to meet the exceptional distress 
which undoubtedly exists. That appears 
to be the contention of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary. I 
am perfectly prepared to find that state- 
ments made by the Member for East 
Mayo, from myself, and from others who 
for years have represented Nationalist 
opinions in this House are discarded, and 
even not believed by Members in this 
House. But, if any doubt exists with 
regard to Nationalist opinion in this 
matter, I appeal to honourable Gentle 
men to pay some regard to the opinions 
of supporters of the Government. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for the south division of the county of 
Dublin has spoken here to-day. He has 
admitted the distress, and I ask honour- 
able Gentlemen supporting the Govern- 
ment, do they imagine that the honour- 
able Member for South Dublin would 
come here and join in this Nationalist 
appeal if he believed that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary had truly stated that everything 
that is necessary to be done has been 
done? I ask honourable Gentlemen 
opposite, do they imagine that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Trinity College, Dublin, would come here 
and join his voice with the honourable 
Member for East Mayo, and _ the 
Nationalist Members, against whom he 
is bitterly opposed in general politics— 
would he come here and join our appeal 
if he were not absolutely convinced of the 
distress which exists, and absolutely con- 
vinced also that the Government have 
not taken adequate means to meet that 
distress? Now, the honourable Member 
for East Mayo and others in this House 
—and, I may say, Mr. Lowther, that 
although I do not represent one of the 
districts which could be accurately 
described as most distressed in Ireland 
at the present time, even in my con- 
stituency there is a great deal of distress 
—have been implored by people whom 
they represent to bring this matter to 
the attention of the House. Now I 
should like to make this suggestion to 
the Government, and I do not think that 
it is an unreasonable suggestion. The 
position is this: on one side you have 


Mr. W. Redmond. 
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the officials of the Government—the 
Local Government Board inspectors, the 
constabulary authorities, and other 
sources upon which the Government 
relies for information—and they appear 
to have instructed the Chief Secretary 
that sufficient steps have been taken by 
the Government to meet the distregs, 
They appear to be of the opinion that 
the Government have done all that is 
necessary, and that the statements to the 
contrary are exaggerated. Very well, 
then; on one side you have those 
opinions of the officials of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre 
tary—what have you got on the other 
side! You have the almost unanimous 
opinion of the clergymen and leading 
men of these districts expressed day after 
day at public meetings, through the 
columns of the Press, and in private 
letters to Members of this House, that 
there is great need of relief; that 
there is absolute disease coming on 
the people from hunger; and we are 
told that in some of the schools the 
children are so weak that they can 
hardly come there for want of food. 
These are statements made by the 
priests. But the right honourable 
Gentleman does not feel inclined 
to place the smallest confidence in 
the opinion of the clergymen of those 
districts, and he relies on the reports 
of these inspectors. He believes his 
inspectors, and we believe the informa- 
tion we receive from local sources. Many 
English gentlemen connected with the 
Manchester Relief Committee, and some 
unconnected with that committee, have 
also reported that there is very great 
distress in Ireland, and that, in their 
opinion, the Government have not taken 
adequate or necessary steps to deal 
with it. What do I suggest? I sug- 
gest that in order to set this matter at 
rest, and relieve the consciences of 
honourable Members in this House and 
Members of the Government as to their 
duty in this matter, that a small 
Commission should be sent over 
to Ireland—it need take no great time 
or cause any delay—of independent 
gentlemen representing various sections 
of this House. Let them start tonight 
or to-morrow morning, and inside of one 
week such a Commission could visit most 
of the districts to which we refer, and 














56: | 
he they could report upon the truth of our 
he statements, and whether our statements 


were with or without foundation. That 
is a suggestion which I believe to be 


" thoroughly practical. It is one that 

would decide the matter, and, if a Com- 
nA mission of that kind be appointed and 
88, at once despatched, I am myself abso- 
ak lutely convinced that whether it be com- 
te posed of Conservatives or Liberals, 
he Radicals or Irish Nationalists, provided 
sl] they go with open minds and a sincere 
“a desire to report the truth, I am convinced 
ht that whatever the composition of that 
ar Commission may be, within one week 
er they would report to this House that the 
us Government has not taken sufficient steps 
ne to meet the distress, and that it is abso- 
ar lutely necessary, in the very cause of 
he humanity, that something more should 
ite be done to meet the very distressful con- 
at ditions which now prevail. I appeal to 
rat the right honourable Gentleman, if he 
on disbelieves us, if he has so much reliance 
“_ upon his officials, to send such a Commis- 
he sion. The honourable Gentleman the 
an Member for South Dublin spoke of cer- 
id. tain economic theories of his, and he 
he spoke of what he thought should be done 
dle in matters of education for the children 
ed who are growing up. His theories are 
in no doubt perfectly sound, and his views 
ye are quite interesting ; but what we have 
rts got to consider is that at the present 
his time there are some hundreds and thou- 
1a sands of people in actual want and who 
ny are suffering the pangs of hunger itself. 
he And what I propose is that we should 
ne leave the discussion of these economic 
ve theories and views upon education upon 
sat one side for the time being, and that 
oir this House and every Member of this 
on House, be he Liberal or Conservative, 
nal should unite, for once in a way, in believ- 
1g- ing the statements made by Irish Mem- 
at bers, not merely of one political view, 


of but Tory as well as Nationalist, and join 
nd in the appeal of the right honourable 


oir Gentleman to let the truth be known, 
all and not at this period of the nineteenth 
er century allow a single person to die of 
ne starvation so near your own door. 





nt Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As regards 
at the personal attack made upon myself 
# in the course of this Debate, I trust I 


may be allowed to pass that over. I 
have already explained the phrase which 
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has been so much distorted, and I have 
already stated that by that phrase I 
meant no sort of insult or scoff against 
anybody in Ireland or out of Ireland. 
I was merely using a vivid illustration 
of a general principle, and the only regret 
that I have to express in regard to that 
expression is that I should have used an 
expression which, though I should not 
have thought so myself, experience has 
shown me has led to so much misrepre- 
sentation. Now, Sir, I have been accused, 
apart from that, of treating this ques- 
tion with callousness and heartlessness, 
and the honourable Member who rose 
from the benches below the Gangway 
opposite further charged me, and, 
through me, the Government, with 
having acted as we have done in this 
matter out of a spirit of niggardliness, 
out of a mere desire to save money. Sir, 
I can assure the Committee that the 
desire to save money has borne a very 
small share in determining our policy. 
Honourable Gentlemen opposite are 
always persuaded that the Treasury purse 
is shut against any demand they may 
make, or against any proposals they 
may put forward for meeting the neces- 
sities of Ireland. Sir, I can assure them 
that the Treasury purse has not been 
shut in this instance. The Treasury 
have acted upon the system that was 
followed in 1891 and 1895, and of this 
I am quite certain, that the Treasury 
will under no circumstances refuse to the 
responsible Members of the Irish Govern- 
ment any money which that Member 
declares to be absolutely necessary in 
order to meet exceptional destitution. 
And, Sir, let me point this out, too: 
honourable Members seem to think that 
we have taken the easy course in this 
matter. Sir, that is not the case, for we 
have taken the difficult course. It 
would have been infinitely easier for me 
to say to the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer that distress exists and must be 
met. The easiest way of meeting it,. 
the way that creates the least discontent 
in Ireland, and the way that gives the 
least trouble to the members of the 
Executive would be to vote sums of 
money to be expended in Government 
relief works, and so in that way to flood 
the West of Ireland with money. I might 
have adopted that course. If I had 
adopted that course, I do not believe that 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have refused my request. But I have 
acted as I have done, and adopted the 
system of dealing with the distress 
that I have, out of a sense of public duty, 
and certainly quite apart from any con- 
siderations of my own ease and comfort. 
I knew perfectly well what I should have 
to face when I undertook to lay, and 
r-solved to lay, upon the localities them- 
selves a certain amount of responsibility 
in meeting the distress. I knew that I 
should be the object of calumny and 
aspersion, and events have shown that 
I was right in my anticipation. But, 
Sir, let me say at once that no calumny 
and aspersion will move me a single inch 
from the performance of what [I stiil 
conceive to be my duty. Now, Sir, 
unfortunately, these discussions have 
necessarily, to some extent, taken the 
form of a refutation on my part of asser- 
tions, which I believe to be exag- 
gerated, made by honovrable Members 
on the opposite side of the House. 
Unfortunately, my speeches have neces- 
sarily to take the form, to some extent, 
of a refutation of observations which I 
believe to be exaggerated on the part of 
honourable Members on the opposite 
side of the House. I have never denied 
that distress existed, I have never denied 
that it is acute in certain localities in the 
west of Ireland. I know that it has been 
to me a subject of constant anxiety and 
of constant solicitude for months past. 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
contends that I have shown no sympathy. 
Well, Sir, it is difficult, very difficult 
indeed, when you are being attacked for 
showing half-heartedness. for refusing to 
recognise and meet with distress, under 
such circumstances, to become expansive 
in expressions of sympathy. 


AN HONOURABLE MzemBeR: Champagne! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have, not 
once, but again and again, in defending 
myself, practically had to explain that 
the representations of honourable Mem- 
bers as to the extent of the distress are 
exaggerated. That has not been a plea 
sant task, but it has been a necessary 
task, and, to some extent, I am 
afraid that I must go over that old 
ground again. I will, however, endeavour 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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to do so with as little detail as possible, 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
who opened this Debate read extracts of 
letters from the Rev. Mr. Fahy, numerous 
extracts from letters from Irish priests 
in the West of Ireland, and he referred 
to the Mark Lane Express. and to the 
Manchester Courier. It can be well 
understood. that if any definite complaint 
is made it is possible to inquire into it, 
and, if it is ill-founded, to expose it, but 
it is always difficult to meet vague state 
ments. My general answer to all of these 
extracts and complaints is this: I have 
invited all those who make these state- 
ments to give me specific instances of 
families who are in this state of destitu- 
tion and of starvation, or semi-starvation, 
which has been described as existing, and 
the results of my inquiries into these 
specific instances have never been to bear 
out the statements which have been made 
with regard to them. Now, take the 
statements, for instance, of the Rev. Mr. 
Fahy ; and I may remind the House that 
I replied to a question on this subject 
the other day here. The reverend gentle. 
man said that it was impossible to 
exaggerate the distress. I immediately 
entered into communication with him, 
and asked him to state the names of the 
families which were destitute, and he 
communicated to me the names of 22 
families who, he said, were in the condi- 
tion he had described. The relieving 
officer has since visited each of these 
persons, and his report was that in nine 
cases relief was not required, five were 
already in receipt of relief from the rates, 
and the remaining eight cases were put 
under relief. Whenever specific com- 
plaints are addressed to me or to the 
Local Government Board they will 
always be inquired into, and, if circum- 
stances justify it, relieved. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): Will 
the right honourable Gentleman say what 
amount of relief they were in receipt of? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 1 cannot 
say off-hand, but I will inquire and ascer- 
tain if the honourable Member wishes. I 
have here specific statements which have 
been made from Mayo and Galway. Two 
lists were sent to the Local Government 
Board from the Oughterard Union and 
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the Clifden Union. The Local Govern- 
ment Board transmitted these lists to the 
relieving officers in the districts con- 
cerned, and the relieving officers were 
told that if they thought that any of 
these people ought not to receive relief 
they must give their reasons for their 
opinion. In the Oughterard Union a 
very small proportion of these persons 
were in a condition of destitution, and 
these were relieved from the rates. The 
remainder were not relieved, and I have 
here a list of the circumstances which 
led the relieving officer in each case to 
arrive at the conclusion that they were 
not fit to be recipients of relief. I will 
not weary the Committee by reading the 
whole of these names, there are 40 or 50 
of them, but I will take a few of them. 
[The right honourable Gentleman read 
particulars from the statement, from 
which it appeared that one person from 
whom the relieving officer withheld relief 
had three head of cattle, another three 
cattle and twelve sheep, another four 
cattle and fifteen sheep (and had also two 
weeks before sold two pigs), and another 
three cattle and fifteen sheep.] I 
have taken those cases at random, and 
the Committee will see that in every case 
these instances of destitution are most 
carefully inquired into by the relieving 
officer, and relief is given in every case 
where the relieving officer comes to the 
conclusion that such relief is necessary. 
And let me here clear up a misconception. 
It has been stated a good many times 
that no relief is ever given if those who 
ask for it have any cattle whatever. That 
is not the case. I believe it will be found 
that the majority of those on the relief 
lists have, as a matter of fact, one or 
two head of cattle as their own. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Which they cannot 


sell. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That may 
be, but 





Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right honour- 
able Gentleman aware that the man who 
died the other day near Cahirciveen had 
one head of cattle, and was compelled to 
keep it, and he died of starvation? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir; I 


am not. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: The coroner’s jury 
found that the death was accelerated by 
starvation. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 
very much doubt if he did die of starva- 
tion. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Accelerated by starva- 
tion. ‘ 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: However, 
an inquiry is being held into the case. 
Then we come to the list sent out from the 
Clifden Union. With regard to that list, 
it was found, upon inquiry, that all the 
persons named in it were already 
employed in the relief works, and the 
same remark applies to the second list 
sent out from the Oughterard Union. I 
did, as the Committee will agree, I think, 
make inquiries into the condition of these 
people, with the result that I found them 
to be in receipt of relief, and that they 
could not therefore be put on the relief 
works. They would not have been 
proper subjects for relief from the public 
funds ; they were not destitute, and were 
not proper objects of charity, and they 
were not persons to whom it would have 
been right to extend Government assis- 
tance. I will supplement what I have 
already said with one other illustration. 
The Lord Mayor of Dublin, in conse- 
quence of the statements that I have 
made, sent letters relating to two cases 
of alleged starvation. One of those cases 
related to Patrick Toolis, whom it was 
alleged was starving, and his family also, 
and the other was with regard to John 
King, who informed the Mansion House 
Committee that he was in a state of desti- 
tution. The Local Government Board 
investigated these cases, and ascertained 
the following facts— 


“ Patrick Toolis is a road contractor—he has 
cattle, a cart, a horse and a car, and never 
applied for relief to the relieving officer. John 
King, of Clifden, has been to America twice ; 
he lives with his wife and sisters, and has no 
family; he has two good cows and three 
young store cattle, and seems to make a good 
sowing. He told the inspector that until he 
saw well-off people—shopkeepers and large 
farmers—getting the Mansion House Fund seed 
he did not ask for any, but when Thomas 
Sweeney, shopkeeper, of Bunowenbeg; Leary 
Killely, of Truska, who has over 20 head of 
cattle, and Michael O’Donnel, bailiff and 
deputy cess collector, were getting seed, he 
thought that he was entitled to a share.” 
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Mr. W. REDMOND: You are insinuat- 
ing that the information we have given 
you is not true, and that the information 
given by the priests is not true. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Statements 
are made on that side of the House, and 
in what way am I to meet them, except 
ing by showing what ha: ‘happened in 
cases in which I am able to inquire into? 


Supply. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt? I do not like to do so, but 
I feel very strongly upon this matter. 
He gives us the report of the officials. 
We have no confidence in the report of 
the officials. He has no confidence in 
our statements, or in the statements of 
people in the neighbourhood. Will he 
adopt my suggestion and send a small 
and impartial commission of gentlemen 
ai once to Ireland to report whether 
there is exceptional distress or whether 
everybody is in a flourishing condition, 
and that all that has been done in the 
way of obtaining relief is a mere swindle? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
fully admitted that there is distress, but 
I cannot throw doubt upon the people 
who supply me with information simply 
because the honourable Member declines 
to accept their testimony. They have 
every means of ascertaining the facts, 
and have no reason whatever for mis- 
representing them. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: You _ ought 
not to insinuate that our informa- 
tion is wrong. You ought not to doubt 
the information of the priests. You 
beastly English; this is one of those 
Debates that make me hate England and 
everything connected with it! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I can give 
one other illustration of the difficulties 
with which we have to contend in con- 
sequence of the statements that are occa- 
sionally made and believed in as regards 
distress. The other day the Lord Mayor 
of Dublin wrote a letter to the Times, 
and in that letter he referred to a state- 
ment of mine, in which I said that if 
you tock 30,000 people as being, roughly 
speaking, about the number of distressed 





{COMMONS} 





Supply. 1264 


persons in a state of destitution in Mayo 
and Galway, it would be a fair approxi- 
mation to the truth. In reply to that 
the Lord Mayor said— 


“On April 9th I asked the clerks of the 
unions in the distressed districts for a return 
showing the number of families which would 
require relief until August.” 


He then goes on to give some of the 
returns, which show a total of 11,937 
families, which, he says, at six members 
to the family, gives 66,222 persons. I 
inquired immediately of the clerks of the 
unions as to how these figures were 
arrived at, and I will give the reply of 
the clerk of the Swineford Union, who 
put the number of families who have 
been in a state of distress at 5,000. I 
thought that was an exaggerated view 
of the facts, representing as it did about 
25,000 people, and I asked him how he 
arrived at his figures. His reply was— 


“My reply to the telegram received from the 
Lord Mayor of Dublin on the 9th was not based 
on accurate or authentic information, as I 
had no time to obtain such. I received the 
Lord Mayor's telegram about five o'clock in the 
evening of the 9th, in which he asked me to 
supply the information by return of post, so 
that I had only about two hours in which to 
obtain this information, while I was also 
pressed with other important business. I was 
also under the impression that the information 
was required in connection with some relief 
committee of the Lord Mayor's, in order io 
make an apportionment of some of the money 
for the seed, which I understood was at their 
disposal, and I made out the best case I 
could for our poor union and its claims to a 
large share of the funds which were being 
distributed by private charity.” 


I do not wish to dwell upon considera- 
tions of this kind. The conviction is 
inevitably borne to me, as it would be 
to anybody who has gone through my 
experience, that everybody in ‘these 
western districts is in exactly the same 
frame of mind as this clerk. They are 
all anxious to get the largest possible 
share of these funds for their own dis- 
trict. It is a very natural feeling on 
their part. You cannot blame them for 
it. It is a fact, however, and this con- 
tinual exaggeration is indulged in, 
through the desire of the persons making 
these exaggerated statements. to get as 
much as they can out of the funds which 
are being distributed. It was exactly 
that condition of affairs which was one 
of my main motives for insisting that 
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the localities should bear, so far as the 
Government system is concerned, some 
share of the expense in connection with 
the relief works, and that system has been 
absolutely and completely successful. 
Until it was known to the guardians chat 
the Government would require that they 
should pay some part of the money used 
for starting relief works I was bom- 
barded with representations from boards 
of guardians. Some of them, no doubt, 
were from localities where there was real 
distress, and others from localities where 
there was comparatively little distress ; 
but since the responsibility has been laid 
upon them of themselves contributing 
these boards of guardians have been 
silent and the bombardment has ceased. 
I venture to think that a great many of 
the representations that have been made 
have reference no longer to the hope of 
obtaining some of the Government funds, 
but are made from a desire to get some 
of the Mansion House Fund, or other 
funds. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
Will the right honourable Gentleman say 
how much is given by the Government 
for a day’s work on those relief works? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
amount given at the present time is a 
maximum of 6s. a week. As that has 
been mentioned several times in connec- 
tion with this subject, I may say that in 
fixing that maximum sum I have merely 
followed the example of my predecessor 
the right honourable Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Montrose, and the example of my 
right honourable Friend the First Lord 
of the Treasury. Honourable Members 
from England must not judge of that 
amount of wages by comparing it with 
the English standard of wages. They 
must further remember that there is 
no intention on the part of the Govern- 
ment to give employment and to pay 
Wages in return for employment done. 
What is given is relief, given in the form 
of money, no doubt, but only intended 
to be relief and not wages, and the em- 
ployment on the relief works is merely 
a test of destitution and nothing else. 
Reference has been made to the rise in 
the price of provisions. That is a sub- 
ject which has been engaging the atten- 
tion of the Government. As regards the 
‘unions where there are vice-guardians 
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and where it is possible for the Govern- 
ment to exercise somewhat more control 
than is possible in other unions, instruc- 
tions have been given that where the 
maximum allowance now given is insuffi- 
cient for a large family an additional 
worker of the family may be employed. 


Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): When were 
these instructions given? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Quite 
lately. The rise in the price of pro- 
visions has only taken place quite 
recently. Some time ago, I think it was 
a month ago, I stated to the House that 
if, as the year went on, the distress 
showed signs of increasing, as it probably 
might be expected to do in the summer 
months, the restrictions placed upon the 
employment on the relief works of mem- 
bers of the same family shouid be re- 
laxed and an additional member should 
be allowed to be placed upon them. My 
right honourable Friend the Member for 
the University of Dublin, though I do not 
entirely share his views as to the extent 
and severity of the present distress, or 
as to the adequacy of the measures taken 
by the Government; still, I think his 
treatment of the subject was on a ‘higher 
level, and worthier of the issue, than 
that which has been exhibited by a good 
many of the other speakers. The real 
question that faces everybody who occu- 
pies the position of Chief Secretary in 
these periods of distress is not merely 
how you are to provide for exceptional 
distress, it is how are you to so act 
as to prevent, as far as possible, a recur- 
rence of that distress. No doubt that 
problem thas been attacked with some 
success already by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, also by the co-operation of 
which my right honourable Friend the 
Member for South Dublin has been the 
pioneer, and which he is now engaged 
in introducing in some of the worst dis- 
tricts of Mayo and Galway. I think 
all that will do good work. I agree with 
my right honourable Friend the Member 
for Dublin University that the time has 
arrived when the Congested Districts 
Board might be usefully entrusted with 
the administration of more money. I 
have more than once reminded the House 
that I brought forward a proposal of that 
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sort last year, and this year effect has 
been given to it to the extent of £10,000, 
and I hope that next year something 
more may ‘be done in the same direction. 
But we have to consider the future, even 
when we are engaged in considering the 
present. If I were to give way to the 
pressure brought upon me to abandon the 
system which I have adopted of dealing 
with distress, I should be making mere 
difficult, and not less difficult, the system 
of permanently dealing with the chronic 
state of distress in the west of Ireland. 
The old system of relief demoralised 
people, and it demoralised them by en- 
couraging the advertisement of destitu- 


tion. The people were taught to believe 
that it was the duty of the British 
Government, wherever and whenever 


there was @ failure in 
make that failure good 
very night we have had 
dinary statement from the honourable 
Member for East Mayo. He referred to 
the statistics of the failure of potatoes, 
and he said that in calculating the money 
value of that failure. it might be put at 
£4,000,000, and he said to me: “Here 
is a loss of £4,000,000, and you make 
‘up for it by a dole of £30,000.” I am 
more than surprised at the extraordinary 
view that the honourable Member takes. 
He seems to think that where there is 
a failure of the crops the Government 
ought to make it good to the farmers. 


the harvest, to 
to them. This 
a most extraor- 


Mr. DILLON: The right honourable 
Gentleman is wrong. I drew a clear 
distinction. I said that this was no 
ordinary case of failure of crops. It is 
a failure of the staple food of a whole 
population, who would soon starve, and 
I added that when you have a failure of 
£4,000,000 in one year you propose to 
remedy that awful condition of things 
by a grant of £30,000. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Assuming 
the statistics of the honourable Member 
to be correct, the failure has been spread 
all over Ireland, amongst large and small 
farmers alike. Again, it is not true that 
the potato is the staple food of the people 
in the west of Ireland. No doubt, where 
there is a failure of the potato crop, there 
will be exceptional distress, but it is no 
longer true as it was in 1847 that the 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
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potato is the staple food of the people. 
But, Sir, the system of the Government 
is not to measure by statistics ag to failure 
of the crops, because what the Government 
undertakes to deal with is exceptional 
destitution, such as would justify the 
guardians in giving relief out of public 
funds, and in order to ascertain the 
amount of such relief, you must not go 
to the statistics of the farmers, you must 
examine into the particular cases of 
destitution. Honourable Gentlemen oppo- 
site, I am afraid, are apt to forget 
that although in Ireland distress has 
again and again been relieved, out of 
public funds, there is no instance on 
record in which it has been relieved in 
England out of public funds. We have 
the well-known cotton famine within our 
recollection, and in that ease there was 
no relief out of public funds. It was 
left entirely to private charity to deal 
with. It is perfectly true, as my right 
honourable Friend the Member for the 
University of Dublin says, that Ireland 
is a poor country and England is a rich 
country. That I am perfectly willing 
to admit, and I am also perfectly willing 
to admit that circumstances are such as 
to justify the assistance of the State in 
Ireland where that assistance is certainly 
not given in England. All that you can 
say with regard to it is that it is a dire 
necessity. It is a great misfortune that 
it is necessary, and anything that can 
be done to render Government assist- 
ance unnecessary must operate for good. 
My idea is not to boast that I have saved 
a certain amount of public money, but by 
throwing the responsibility upon the local 
authorities I think I may say that 
I have ensured a condition of things 
which will render the temptation 
to exaggerate distress in future much 
less than it has hitherto been. 
My defence to the policy I have adopted 
is not that I have saved a certain amount 
of money to the Treasury, but I threw 
the responsibility on the local authori- 
ties in order to bring about a condition 
of things in which temptation to exar- 
verate distress in the future will be much 
less than it has hitherto been. And I 
maintain the exaggeration of the distress 
by those who profess to be the friends, 
and who are no doubt in their hearts 
the friends, of the people who are suffer- 
ing does in reality infinitely more harm 
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in the long run to those whom they 
desire to benefit than if they had let 
the matter entirely alone. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpooi, 
Scotland): I shall not in my remarks 
to the Committee to-night imitate the 
tone of the speech which we have just 
had the pleasure of listening to. The 
right honourable Gentleman was kina 
enough to say that the speech of the 
honourable and learned Member for the 
University of Dublin was upon a higher 
level than some of the other speeches 
which had been delivered in the course 
of this debate. Well, it certainly was 
a most able and convincing speech, ani 
for my part I am very sorry that there 
were not more members present in the 
House to listen to it. Now I shall, so 
far as I can, confine myself to the ques- 
tion before us. After the exhortation 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
has made to us, I will make no allusions 
whatever to his past tones, but will deal 
with the question exactly where it stands. 
The first question which occurs to my 
mind with regard to his speech is, What 
was the object of that speech! What 
reason had he in his mind for making 
it! He quoted to the Committee a 
number of cases in which unjust, pre- 
posterous, and dishonest claims were 
made, some of which were of such a 
character as to appeal at once to the 
mind of the Committee, and to give it 
the impression which the right bonour- 
able Gentleman evidently desired to 
convey. Now, I am not going to deny, 
and no man in this House can deny, that 
when there is a large amount of distress 
in a country you must have some exag- 
geration of that distress. There must 
be some unjust and preposterous claims 
made, and there may be some of such a 
character that when used by a dexterous 
debater like the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary, they may give 
an air of unreality to the whole story that 
distress exists. Does the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary mean 
and desire to convey to the Committee 
that the whole story of the extreme dis- 
tress in the congested districts of Ireland 
1s an absurd unreality? If the storv 
of the distress be an exaggeration and 
an invention—a grotesque and hyper- 








{13 May 1898} 


Supply. 1270 


critical exaggeration—then I see the ful! 
force and the full utility of the speech 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
has made to us to-night, and of the 
instances he has given, because every 
instance he has given was calculated to 
give the impression to the Committee 
that the whole story of this extreme disa- 
tress in Ireland was an exaggeration and 
a sham. But if the right honourable 
Gentleman is of opinion that, though 
there may be these isolated cases of dis- 
honest deception, the broad fact is that 
there is great and widespread distress 
in certain parts of Ireland, then the 
speech which he has just made to us is 
a speech which is calculated to have a 
most prejudicial and a most injurious 
effect, and convey a most misleading im- 
pression to the minds of the Committee. 
Because, I maintain—and I am within 
the memory of the House—that the 
whole burden and effect of the speech of 
the right honourable Gentleman, and the 
conclusion you are to derive from it, is 
that the whole story of the distress in 
Ireland is a most grotesque, hyper- 
critical, and absurd exaggeration. I do 
not wish to say anything offensive, and 
I have no desire to do so; but when the 
right honourable Gentleman quoted case 
after case of men demanding relief wha 
had no right to do so, and of the exag- 
geration confessed to be exaggeration, 
when he puts case after case like that, 
and says little or nothing about the other 
side of the question, I maintain, what- 
ever the object of his speech might have 
been, the inevitable effect of that speech 
is to leave a general impression upon the 
minds of the Committee that the story 
of famine in Ireland is a gross and wicked 
fabrication. The right honourable 
Gentleman spoke from official documents. 
I wonder if honourable Gentlemen upon 
the opposite side know that since we 
brought our case before the notice of 
the House our whole contention has 
found its strongest confirmation in 
official documents. Honourable Gentie- 
men in this House whose memory goes 
back so far will know that the last great 
case of extireme distress that we had in 
Ireland was in 1879. That was the year 
of greatest distress in Ireland since the 
famine of 1846. Everybody will remem- 
ber that the results of the distress in 
1879 were the most important political 
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results for Ireland of almost any year 
since the Union, more important even 
than the results of the famine of 1846; 
because it was the distress of 1879 which 
produced the Land League agitation, and 
by producing that agitation gave birth 
to the various measures of land reform 
which this country has since given to 
Ireland. Everybody whose memory goes 
back to 1879 will recollect that there 
never was such a large and generous 
attempt made by people of all classes to 
alleviate the distress of Ireland as at that 
time. It is said there were three great 
relief funds at that time. I think there 
were more. There was the Duke of 
Marlborough’s fund, and there were the 
American fund, initiated by Mr. 
Parnell, the Mansion House fund, 
the New York Herald fund, and the 
Quaker fund, raised in Philadelphia. 
I do not think I exaggerate at all when 
I say that in that year there were funds 
amounting to less than—perhaps before I 
give the total amount given for the relief 
of Ireland I should state that the Govern- 
ment of the day adopted several legisla- 
tive measures for dealing with the dis- 
tress—there were two Relief of Distress 
Acts, and the Compensation for Disturb- 
ances Bill, the whole purport of which was 
to deal with the exceptional distress ; and, 
altogether, I think I am within the mark 
when I say that between legislative relief 
and public funds no less than two mil- 
lions of money was given to Ireland for 
the purpose of relieving the distress in 
1879. That being so, it must be taken 
that 1879 was a year of abnormal dis- 
tress in Ireland and of abnormal relief. 
Now, that is my starting-point. What 
I want to bring to the notice of the Com- 
mittee is, and it is a great deal better 
than the cases given by the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary, a 
comparison of the figures of 1879 and of 
1897. The total yield of potatoes in Ire- 
land in 1879 was 1,113,676 tons, and in 
1897 the total yield was 1,498,416 tons, 
so that there was, after all, comparatively 
very little difference—and I am quoting 
from Government statistics—between the 
total bad yield of 1879 and the total bad 
yield of 1897. But, Sir, IT want also to 
point this out, that in the Province of 
Connaught you will find that the yield in 
1879 was 228,000 tons, and in 1897 
220,036 tons, or a decrease of 8,000 tons 
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1879. In Muntster it is worse ; the yield 
of potatoes there was actually 69,454 
tons less in 1897 than it was in 1879. 
Now, remembering that the point from 
which we started was that 1897 was the 
worst year that Ireland has had since the 
famine of 1879, and putting these figures 
alongside those of that year, I think they 
prove that we are dealing with a 
similar state of things to that which 
existed in 1879, when _ exceptional 
distress was caused by the decrease 
in the yield of potatoes. Furthermore, 
as some people know, unfortunately, to 
their cost, there was a great deal of relief 
in 1879 in the form of the withholding of 
rent which the people could not pay, and 
by which means a large amount of arrears 
of rent were piled up, and the whole of 
which were swept away by the Arrears 
Act, which was passed by the Govern- 
ment two years after. Here you have, in 
some parts of Ireland, distress which in 
its intensity is far greater than was the 
distress in 1879, and you have practi- 
cally no legislative relief at all in the 
form of a grant from the Treasury, 
because the grant from the Treasury is so 
infinitesimally small compared to that of 
1879 that it cannot be taken into calcu- 
lation, for you have exacted rent to the 
uttermost farthing. I am ashamed to 
say it, because some of these men are 
countrymen of my own, and ought to 
have been ashamed to do so ; but instead 
of coming to the relief of the people, as 
in other years, by reducing the rent, they 
are serving them with process. Now, I 
do not know how the right honourable 
Gentleman is able to meet these statistics 
—he did not try to meet them in his 
speech—I heard some allusion to them, 
but I confess I was unable to understand 
the allusion. Are we to understand that 
the gentleman who produced these sta 
tistics belonged to the same class of 
people as lord mayors and Nationalist 
Members, of electors of unions and appli- 
cants for relief, who have built up this 
monstrous fabrication of distress? No, 
our case stands, not on the testimony of 
Nationalist Members and lord mayors, 
but upon the published report of the 
official statistics. In order to bring us 
to the fact of what these figures mean. 
I take the statistics of two or three unions 
with regard to which complaints have beem 
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made. Everybody is agreed that some 
of the unions are in a chronic state of 
poverty. I find in some of these unions 
the average valuation is 19s. lld. per 
head, and in the congested districts the 
Government give the average of 280 
families in a good year at little more than 
3s. That is to say, if the year is good 
they consider themselves well off because 
they are not suffering from absolute 
famine. In five unions in Ireland in 1897 
the average yield of potatoes was one ton 
to the acre, or one-fifth of a crop. In 
other years a full crop has only just put 
the people above starvation, and now in 
1897 they only had one-fifth of a crop, 
and in some cases only one-seventh of a 
crop. I put those figures side by side 
with the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman to which the Committee has 
just listened. Was there ever a more 
remarkable—I think that is an unpas- 
sionate phrase—was there ever a more 
remarkable speech upon the part of an 
official, or one more calculated to give a 
false impression, than the speech of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary on a question of this kind? 
The right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary has complained of the personal 
attacks which have been made upon him 
with regard to his language in this matter. 
I have made no personal attacks upon 
him that are in my memory at the 
present moment. What I complain of 
in the Chief Secretary is not his language 
but his acts. Offensive language, oruel 
language, callous language, or indiscreet 
language may be the effect of the 
impulse of the moment, but what I com- 
plain of is the studied and the deliberate 
action of the Chief Secretary in minimis- 
ing the state of distress in Ireland. 1 
complain also of the conduct of the Lord 
Lieutenant in this matter. I believe that 
the public charity of America and other 
parts of the world would have saved the 
Government all difficulty in this matter 
if it had not been for the conduct of the 
Chief Secretary. When the distress was 
beginning, and the time was opportune 
for preventing it, there came the cable- 
gram to America of the Lord Lieutenant 
stating that the distress was grossly exag- 
gerated. Now, the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary says, and 
says very truly, that public charity, though 
it should be one is not the chief source 
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to which we should look for the 
relief of such exceptional distress as 
this. Any public charity we have had in 
Ireland for this distress we have had in 
spite of the Chief Secretary and the 
Lord Lieutenant. Any relief that we have 
had from the English people—and we 
have had great and generous relief—we 
have had in spite of the Chief Secretary 
and the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. 
That is the indictment we bring against 
the Chief Secretary, and it is a much 
more grave and serious indictment than 
one as to any chance words used on the 
spur of the moment, though there have 
been occasions when chance words, like 
those of the Chief Secretary, have given 
rise to revolutions, and given to those 
revolutions a great deal of the horror 
and bitterness and rancour which 
accompanied them. There is the state- 
ment of the gentleman who, at a time 
when the people of France were suffering 
all the horrors of famine, advised them 
to eat grass, words which were remem- 
bered against him when the great 
upheaval of the masses and the revolu- 
tion took place, and he was compelled to 
swallow the food which he had so 
generously advised that the people should 
eat. It is not the language of the Chief 
Secretary, it is the acts of the Chief 
Secretary of which I complain. I have 
proved from the words of documents 
prepared by his own supporters—by his 
own. officials—that we have not in any 
way exaggerated this famine ; whilst the 
effect of his attempts to minimise the 
distress has been that he has succeeded 
in depriving the people of Ireland of the 
charity and assistance of others. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): I listened with great disappoint- 
ment to the speech of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary, and 
I am quite certain that that speech will 
be received in Ireland with the same 
feeling of intense disappointment, and, I 
will add, disgust. That speech contrasted 
very unfavourably, for itself, with the 
speeches two English Members of this 


House previously delivered in the course 
of this Debate, the one the speech of the 
honourable and gallant Member for Essex, 
and the other that of the honourable 
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Member for Flintshire. They, in their 
remarks, gave proof of their sympathy 
towards the sufferings of the people of 
Ireland, whilst the Chief Secretary, in 
his, did not betray in the least degree the 
slightest feeling of sympathy even in so 
exceptional a case as the present. I am 
not going to refer to any former speech, 
or any language that has been used by 
the right honourable Gentleman in con- 
nection with this matter. I treat this 
matter altogether from a public point of 
view, and dod not intend to look at it 
from any personal standpoint. We are 
now discussing a question of vital impor- 
tance to the large mass of the population 
of Ireland, and a question of vital 
importance to the honour of this House 
and the honour of the English people, 
because it cannot be denied, and it has 
not been denied by the right honourable 
Gentleman, that there is great distress 
prevailing on the south and west coasts 
cf Ireland. It would be impossible to 
criticise or gainsay that proposition, 
because of the letters read by the 
honourable Member for East Mayo, 
and the letter read by my _ honour- 
able Friend behind me, which show, 
upon an authority beyond impeach- 
ment, a fact which is patent to all the 
world, and that is that there are now 
hundreds of families starving on the west 
and south coasts of Ireland. What does 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary say! He admits that 
there is much distress in Ireland, but 
lest the relieving of that distress should 
create an inconvenient precedent, he will 
allow that distress to go on as it-is going 
on, and as it has gone on for the last 
three months ; and in the meantime, how 
vouch suffering and how many deaths will 
occur in those counties! The right 
honourable Gentleman ought not to 
approach the difficulty in this manner ; 
there has been no such famine since the 
year 1879. The figures given by the 
honourable Member for Scotland Yard— 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool—l 
am extremely glad that I have been the 
means of giving some amusement to the 
Committee in an otherwise very serious 
and grave Debate. At all events, those 
figures demonstrate beyond all doubt 
that we have not had a period of famine 
like this since the year 1879. There 
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fore, though allusions were made to what 
was done by the right honourable Gentle- 
man’s predecessor, no question arose 
when that predecessor was in office which 
called for such measures which are now 
demanded from the right honourable 
Gentleman the present Chief Secretary. 
It appears to me, and in anything I say I 
deprecate its being supposed that I speak 
with any other feeling than the utmost 
respect for the right honourable Gentle 
man, that he comes forward now, and 
has, to a certain extent, cleared the air, 
because he has intimated to the House 
of Commons from the Treasury Bench 
that the British Treasury are quite 
willing to advance any sum that may be 
necessary for the relief of this exceptional 
distress. In making that avowal he takes 
upon himself a tremendous responsibility, 
because he assumes the whole responsi- 
bility of allowing this misery and starva- 
tion to continue. It cannot be said that 
6s. a week under the system which he 
has initiated will prevent these families 
from perishing before his eyes. Why 
does the right honourable Gentleman 
pursue this course! For the policy of 
carrying out and applying those rigid, 
cold and callous rules of political economy 
to a condition of things which has no 
parallel in the whole of Europe. Perhaps 
the nearest parallel is what is going on in 
Italy at the present time, where the 
people have risen against the starvation 
which is crushing them ; but in Ireland, 
in the west of Ireland, these unfortunate 
people have not broken the law, they 
have not risen up against the authorities, 
they have tamely submitted to their fate, 
and if it were not for the charitable 
exertions of the public and the Man- 
chester Committee, many of these 
families would have already perished, 
and it would have been a matter of 
indifference to them what policy was 
pusued, or upon what grounds the right 
honourable Gentleman pursued it. 1 
may mention, as corroborative evidence 
of the reality of this distress, a thing 
which occurred in my own experience a 
short time ago. I happened, while in 
Dublin, to be introduced by a philan- 
thropic gentleman to three gentlemen 
who had been sent over by the Man- 
chester Committee to visit the south-west 
and the west coasts of Ireland, and ascer- 
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tain for themselves whether the distress 
which existed had been exaggerated. 1 
asked whether they found that there had 
been any exaggeration—whether they 
found, as a result of their visit to the 
west, that the statements put forward by 
the representatives of the people were 
ill or well founded, and those gentlemen 
assured me there was no exaggeration, 
and that there were no words in the 


English language capable of  ex- 
aggerating the misery which existed 
in that part of the country. 


The truth of the existence of this famine 
in the autumn of last year seems, if pos- 
sible, to have been kept in the back- 
ground ; yet the petition was signed by 
some 60 Members of Parliament, calling 
the attention of the Government to the 
existence of the famine, and calling for 
an autumn sessions. It was met by the 
assurance that there was no ground for 
expecting anything like exceptional dis- 
tress. That same policy can now be traced 
in every word of the speech of the right 
honourable Gentleman. Why are we to 
wait for the application of this slow pro- 
cess of starvation, when the British Trea- 
sury is willing to advance £20,000, 
£30,600, or £50,000 in order to meet 
this exceptional distress! His argu- 
ment seems to be, in regard to 
these unfortunate people, “Live, live 
horse, and I will give you oats,” 
while they are considering what policy 
they will pursue. My right honourable 
Friend the Attorney General for Ireland 
smiles at that. I know he is a kind- 
hearted and humane man; but it will 
not be a matter for these people in the 
west to smile at. It will be for them to 
consider whether this great and wealthy 
Empire will or will not contribute to 
keep them alive. The next three months 
will be the worst which they will have 
to experience; the next three months 
will be incomparably worse than those 
which have passed. But what is the case 
made out by the right honourable Gentle- 
man? What is the evidence put forward 
over and over again in this House and 
out of it? The right honourable Gentle- 
man relies on the returns of some reliev+ 
ing officers, which were given to him 
under the auspices of the Lord Mayor of 


Dublin. One of these officers, on whose 


evidence he relies as showing that there 


{13 May 1898} 








Supply. 1278 


was no famine and no exceptional dis- 
tress, sat down and misrepresented to 
the Lord Mayor. facts of so serious @ 
character. Why not institute an inquiry 
by reliable men; why depend upon the 
returns of relieving officers in considering 
distress? What excuse is there for the 
Government to sit still and not institute 
such an inquiry! None has been 
stated satisfactory to this House—none, 
at all events, has been disclosed in the 
speech of the right honourable Gentle- 
man. Even at this period I would implore 
the House to enforce on the Chief Secre- 
tary that, as the responsibility has been 
assumed by him, he will show himself 
equal to the occasion, and that he will 
satisfy this House that, if this state of 
exceptional distress does exist, if the 
people are starving in the manner that 
has been described, immediate steps will 
be taken, and that there shall be no 
further delay in getting the Treasury to 
effect what, according to his own state 
inent, they are ready and willing to 
accomplish. 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, 
Middleton): This is my first Session as 
a Member of this House, and I believe 
this is the third Debate we have had on 
this deeply interesting and important 
question. If I remember correctly, the 
first Debate took place during the second 
or third day of the Session. The second 
Debate took place the day after the pre- 
sentation of the Budget proposals by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I do not 
wonder at Irish Members raising a Debate 
on this question again and again. To-day 
I am very pleased to find that the right 
honourable Gentleman is in a position to 
acknowledge that there is exceptional dis- 
tress in Ireland. I have been surprised 
that this statement has not been made 


before. That distress has not hitherto 
been acknowledged and _ recognised. 


Those who have read the letters of Pro- 
fessor Long, inthe Manchester Guardian, 
and of others who have travelled in these 
parts of Ireland within the last few 
months, as well as the testimony of 
clergymen who live on the spot, and who 
can have no real interest in overdrawing 
the picture, know the extent of that 
misery. Those who are intimately 
acquainted with the efforts made by the 
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Manchester Committee to alleviate the 
distress must feel convinced in their own 
minds that all those manifestations of 
opinion and conviction on this question 
are founded on truth, and that it is not 
merely for the sake of overdrawing the 
picture and making extravagant state- 
ments that this question is brought up 
again and again. The right honourable 
Gentleman has acknowledged that this 
statement is correct, that there is excep- 
tional distress in these parts of Ireland. 
What is his remedy! It is quite evident 
that he is prepared to rely upon the 
statements of poor law officials only, if 
we may gather from the speech of the 
right honourable Gentleman to-day. 
That is poor comfort for the people 
who are suffering from exceptional 
distress. A great amount of suf- 
fering must be gone through and 
endured before the poor law can 
reach those persons who are suffering. 
There is a merciful application of tha 
poor law, but I have felt during this 
Debate that has not been shown in 


the case of this distress. Why? Because, 
as we have gathered from the Debate, 
these guardians themselves are unable 


to give more than a minimum of what 
they are expected to give out of their 
funds. The guardians themselves are in 
distress ; they have no money to spare ; 
it is simply impossible for them to be 
liberal or generous. We know that somes 
boards of guardians, more generous that 
others, have overstepped the legal duty 
of guardians in many cases. I myself 
have known that in exceptional cases they 
have been prepared to overstep the legal 
limit. I fail, however, to find that this 
has been done in the case of these dis- 
tricts. The right honourable Gentleman 
mentioned the cotton famine in Lanca- 
shire. I am old enough to remember that 
very well. I remember the help that was 
given; and though we in Lancashire did 
not appeal to the Government, it was 
not because we were not suffering. The 
reason why we did not appeal to the 
Government was because the distress was 
so striking, so widespread, and so excep- 
tional, that it evoked sympathy from all 
parts of the world. We were very 
generously helped without the assistance 
of the Government. But we have 
travelled a very long way since then. The 
Government have been very ready to 


Mr. Duckworth. 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 1280 


devote the public money for other objects 
—for exceptional distress in various ways. 
I will not join in any personal attack 
upon the Chief Secretary. I have formed 
since I came to this House a very 
high opinion of him. I do not 
believe he is hard-hearted; but I do 
believe he is governed by officialism, 
It is the official who is speaking, and has 
spoken to-day and on former occasions. 
He is determined to keep within a cer- 
tain regulated line of duty. I believe he 
would give way to his own feelings most 
readily in regard to this distress with a 
large heart and a generous hand; and 
I hope he will listen to the appeal that 
has been made to-day, and relax some 
of these official ties by which he is bound. 
I remember very well when I first came 
to this House that a very high dignitary 
of the English Church told me that he 
did not vote for me, but voted against 
me, and he gave me the reason—because, 
he said, he believed the Government 
ought to be strengthened and not 
weakened. There never has been a Govern- 
ment that has been in power for a long 
number of years that has had such an 
opportunity as the present Government. 
Here is one of the opportunities for the 
Government to show a large-hearted 
generosity for the Irish people. We hear 
a great deal about killing Home Ruls 
by kindness. I am afraid we are a long 
way off that at present. I have no doubt 
the right honourable Gentleman has 
read the fearful accounts that have come 
to us from Italy. What was the beginning 
of that riot in Milan the other day? A 
hungry man took a loaf from a shop and 
ran away with it; and that was the 
beginning of all those fearful things in 
Italy. There is no arguing with a hungry 
man. Necessity knows no law. And if 
only one-tenth of what has been said 
in vegard to Ireland be true—the 
one-tenth which the Chief Secretary 
admitted on a former  occasion— 
it is a very serious thing. If even one- 
tenth of the people are starving, there 
is a duty on the part of those in 
authority to come and feed the hungry 
man, and then try to begin to reason with 
him afterwards. I hope the Chief Secre- 
tary will try to do something which will 
actually relieve the present distress, and 
then let the Government try to do some- 


thing which will prevent these occurrences 
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in future. Surely it is not beyond the 
wit of man to devise some scheme +o 
prevent the recurrence of this distress, 
and to avoid a situation in which the 
representatives from Ireland are bound 
to say things which, I am sure, must be 
most painful to them, in order to get 
the relief they require from those in 
authority. 


Cotonst SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): It is, I am sure, a painful thing 
for any Irishman to have to listen on 
so many occasions to Debates on Irish 
famines. Now, Sir, I have listened to 
the Debate to-night, and all I object to 
in the speeches made by the honourable 
Gentleman opposite is this—that I do 
not think declamatory attacks on my right 
honourable Friend the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland is the right way to enlist the 
sympathy of the British people for the 
suffering population of Ireland. They 
have attacked my right honourable 
Friend over and over again; but 
anyone who knows him will utterly 
refuse to accept for a moment 
the idea that he feels anything but 
sympathy with distress wherever it 
may occur, especially in Ireland. 
I listened to the speech of the honourable 
Member for the Scotland Division, and, 
of course, it was a very eloquent speech. 
But from the beginning of that speech 
to the end I did not gather one bit of 
accurate information as to the condition 
ot the west of Ireland. ‘The honourable 
Gentleman was, no doubt, moved by the 
distress ; but if he had gone over to Ire- 
land and seen it with his own eyes, and 
then got up in his place in the House and 
given specific details of what he saw, and 
the suffering and starving he had wit- 
nessed, then, I say, his speech would 
have carried great weight. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Others have 
seen it. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : The honour- 
able Member did nothing of the kind. 
He simply went through certain figures 
to show that the potato crop was smaller 
in 1897 than it was in the year 1879, 
when, as everybody knows, there was 
exceptional distress in Ireland. That is 
no proof at all to my mind that there 
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is great distress in Ireland, and for this 
reason. In the west of Ireland, where 
this distress occurs, the population 
depend much more largely on other 
sources of food than they did in the 
year 1879. I object to these speeches 
for the reason that I know there is dis- 
tress in Ireland; and I should be 
extremely sorry to think that speeches 
in this House—and especially speeches of 
a violent character—may have the effect 
of presenting to the public mind the idea 
that this distress in Ireland is all got up- 
and is really not in existence. From 
inquiries I have made I have no doubt 
whatever in my mind—and I believe the 
Chief Secretary will sympathise with the 
statement—that there is acute distress 
in the south and west of Ireland. In 
regard to the potato crop, which is now 
so much smaller, according to the 
Member for the Scotland Division, than 
it was in 1879, I do not think the 
honourable Member got hold of the right 
figures, because if the honourable 
Member would show the Committee that 
the acreage at the present moment is 
the same, or either larger, and the crop 
was smaller, then there would be some 
ground for his statement. That is not 
the fact so far as I am aware. In 1879 
there were 842,621 acres under potatoes, 
and in 1897 there were only 677,763— 
there were really about 200,000 acres less 
under potatoes in the year 1897 than 
there were in the year 1879. So, very 
naturally, there would be a considerable 
falling off in the weight of the crop. I 
pass away from that. There is no ques- 
tion, however, that the failure of the 
potato crop has had a considerable effect 
in producing the exceptional distress that 
at present exists. A great many of the 
population now exist to a considerable: 
extent on other articies of food; still, 
potatoes form the main food in many 
parts. There is no doubt about it, that 
the failure of the crop has brought about 
a considerable amount of distress. I will 
point out to the House why this is, and’ 
I wish particularly to point it out to the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. It was not 
that there were climatic reasons of a 
specially disastrous kind in 1897 that 
produced a failure of the crop. It is 
because the Irish people have gone on 
growing, year after year, the same kind’ 


of potato on the same ground, badly 
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cultivated. What has been the result! 
We all know that the Champion potato, 
which was discovered by a Scotch 
farmer, was a wonderful blessing to Ire- 
land, for it resisted climatic influences 
which no other potato did. But, year 
after year, and especially during the last 
four or five years, there has been a 
marked deterioration in the Champion 
potato. Still, the same seed is 
grown over aud over again, especially in 
the south and west of Ireland. 
No change was made, and anyone who 
takes the trouble to inquire will find 
that the result has been rot in the pota- 
toes in the south and west. Why! 
Because it is a worn-out seed; the day 
of the Champion potato is past. I am 
extremely glad to know that Her 
Majesty’s Government are giving a large 
amount of seed in Ireland to try to 
remedy the defects of the potato crop. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 


in the month of May! 


Seed 


SAUNDERSON: I 
that it cught to have been done sooner. 


COLONEL agree 
Still they have got potatoes, which have 
been bought by the Government since 
the month of January last, and sent over 
to Ireland from that month. 
good reason for believing that during the 
last three months potatoes have been 
supplied to Ireland. I think the Govern- 


I have 


ment must go further than simply sup- 
plying this seed; they must follow the 
potato, and see that it is properly treated 
by the people to whom it is supplied. 
The probability is that next year the 
same thing will occur if you do not do 


it. I hope the Government will take 
that into consideration. If you supply 
them with machines, you must show 
them how they are to be used. That 
will have to be done. Why is it that we 
have recurring periods of dire distress 
in the south and west of Ireland? It 
is because we have conditions that lend 
themselves to recurring famine; we all 
admit that. I have listened to the 
speeches made on the opposite side of 
the House, and I have not heard any 
well-defined plan as to how the ques- 
tion is to be so dealt with that these 
recurring famines may pass away. As 
long as you have in the south and west 
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of Ireland a population practically of 
labourers, who earn their livelihood 
mainly in England and Scotland, and 
then live in Ireland during the remain- 
der of the year, doing nothing and having 
nothing to do, so long will these famines 
be an absolute certainty. You cannot, 
as far as I have made out, suddenly alter 
the condition of this population; it is a 
physical impossibility. Not long ago the 
attitude of the honourable Member for 
the Scotland Division was expressed in 
the words, “They must be rooted to the 
soil.” To root the Irish labourer, who 
scratches—for that is really the word 
to be applied to the cultivation of the 
soil—an acre or two of land—to root 
him to that position is no mercy to these 
unfortunate Irishmen. The honourable 
Member used the word “soil.” Whether 
or not he intends to give them more 
soil to root in, I do not know. To root 
them in another Irishman’s is not always 
satisfactory. It may have a fine sound, 
but I do not think that it is a practical 
way of improving the population that 
now live in poverty in the south and 
west. The idea of emigration will be 
foreign to the honourable Gentleman— 
the idea that these men should become 
educated and learn that there are other 
countries where Irish muscle, Irish 
brains, and Irish ability succeed so well. 
They may hope it is so, for some 
improved change in some of the British 
Colonies. Sir, that is not practicable. 
What you have to do, so far as I under- 
stand the question, is to educate the 
people, and not only to educate them, 
but to show them how they may earn an 
honest and respectable living. Well, Sir, 
how is that to be done? Of course, the 
Congested Districts Board have done 
something, but I think they have been 
rather starved by the British Treasury, 
if I may say so. But I think that the 
money spent through the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board in the south and west of 
Ireland would have a thousand times 
better effect than in pauperising the 
people in the south and west of Ireland 
and creating a race of beggars. I hope, 
therefore, my right honourable Friend 
will realise, as no doubt he must have 
realised, from the very considerable 
knowledge he has gained in Ireland, the 
desirability of dealing generously with 
the Congested Districts Boards, and of 
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extending the horizon of their operations, 
so as to enable them to do far more than 
they have done in the past in furthering 
the industries of, and teaching industries 
to, these people, and showing them how 
they may live. If he will do so, he will 
do a considerable amount towards solving 
this question. I must say that for one 
I deeply regret that the Amendment 
brought in by the Government for 
establishing in Ireland an Agricultural 
Board was not interfered with. Perhaps 
the Government may at some future time 
bring that proposal in again, and I do 
not believe a better step could be taken 
for dealing with questions of this kind 
than that of establishing an Agricultural 
Board in Ireland, whose special duty 
would be to examine into these agricul- 
tural difficulties and to suggest remedies 
which undoubtedly would carry great 
weight in the House of Commons and in 
the country. Sir, no one can deny that 
the Irish, whatever their defects may be, 
are an intelligent population, and a 
Department of the State, whose special 
object it would be to develop the best 
instincts and intelligence of the country, 
and to devote themselves to the further- 
ance of those industries which they might 
pursue with great success in Ireland, and 
who would come to this House with great 
authority which could not be denied, 
would have a material effect in furthering 
the prosperity of Ireland, especially in 
the southern and western districts. Now, 
Sir, I have ventured to address these few 
words to the Committee because I believe 
there is great and exceptional distress 
in Ireland. I believe that in some 
instances it has been exaggerated, but 
these things are always exaggerated, and 
what I fear is that, as has been already 
said, the distress in Ireland may become 
more acute and more severe as the year 
proceeds. Therefore I earnestly hope 
that when these Debates are read by the 
people they may not have their sympa- 
thies checked by the violence which has 
unhappily characterised some speeches, 
and that they will divest those speeches 
of those unhappy attributes, and will 
believe that Irishmen on both sides of 
the House agree that there is distress in 
Ireland, so that the generosity which has 
always characterised the British people 
in dealing with Ireland, whatever some 
may say, shall be again exercised. It 
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would be most ungrateful to deny at the 
present time that the British people have 
been generous to Ireland, and I hope 
they will still allow some of their 
generosity to flow towards relief of the 
distress which undoubtedly exists in a 
portion of Ireland. 


*Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): The 
honourable and gallant Member for 
Armagh, as we have just heard, has 
attacked the honourable Member for the- 
Scotland Division of Liverpool for 
making inflammatory speeches and for 
attacking the Chief Secretary. Now, I 
tun nowt given to making inflammatory 
speeches, and I am not in the habit of 
making personal attacks on the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, although the 
speech of the honourable and gallant 
Member for North Armagh would give 
me complete justification for so doing. 
I, at all events, have personally seen the- 
dire distress and famine in my own con- 
stituency. I have for the past 12 months 
never ceased to impress upon the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland the gravity of the 
situation, and the necessity for further 
measures of relief. I can only say 
that I have been round my own con- 
stituency, that I have seen these unfortu- 
nate people starving, and that I have, 
to the best of my ability, helped 
them myself. I have in this House asked 
and begged the Government to help 
these people in the west of Ireland. I 
have written letters to the Chief Secre- 
tary, and I have had many interviews 
with the object of inducing the Govern- 
ment to alleviate this distress. And what 
response have I obtained? I have been 
treated in this House to a_ philo- 
sophical discourse on the difference be- 
tween permanent distress and  excep- 
tional distress. Now, Mr. Lowther, I say 
that whenever you have permanent, or, 
as the Chief Secretary would put it, 
chronic poverty, you must expect, as poli- 
tical economists well know, to have ex- 
ceptional distress in its most aggravated 


form. And when this Government 
knows—as every Government I have 
ever read about has known—that 


there are parts of Ireland where excep- 
tional distress may occur, is it  states- 
manlike never to come forward with 
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anything like a plan for the permanent 
relief of this chronic poverty? That is what 
I complain of with regard to the right 
honourable Gentleman. An honourable 
Member on this side has told him that 
only within the last week he has seen 
evidences of chronic poverty in Ire 
land as distressing as can. be found 
in Italy, and, instead of philosophy, 
I ask the Government for  states- 
manship. I believe. every Member 
of this House will agree that, although 
we have had this chronic poverty, which 
the Chief Secretary has told us. has 
existed for ages in Ireland, the Govern- 
ment has not come to this House with 
suitable measures of relief. I myself, as 
I told the House at the last Debate on 
the subject of the distress in the West 
of Ireland, brought a deputation that con- 
sisted of five landlords, Deputy Lieu- 
tenants—political followers of the pre- 
sent Government—and four, like myself, 
believers in Home Rule. This deputa- 
tion laid before him in no uncertain 
manner what steps we considered should 
be taken for the best interests of my con- 
stituency. Sir, there is no necessity for 
me to come to this House with a set 
speech on this subject. For three years I 
have never ceased to importune the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland to help the people 
in my constituency, and to do something 
for this part of Ireland that has been so 
cruelly and wrongfully neglected. I 
then asked leave to bring in a 
Bill in the interests of my _ unfor- 
tunate constituency under the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and I was told 
that it was unnecessary. I did bring in 
one, but I might as well have let it alone, 
for it was put off from time to time. 
Yet I am told that I have no right to 
come to this House and make an attack 
upon the Government. For three years 
I have sat upon these benches learning 
my lesson, and if I feel bitterly that all 
I have done for the last three years has 
been treated with silence and contempt 
by the Government in Ireland, what 
must those Members feel who, from 15 
to 20 years, have fought a similar battle 
for the country they love. I have, as I 
said before, brought deputations, had 
numerous interviews, and written hun- 
dreds of letters of an amount that, I 
think, one able-bodied man could hardly 


Major Jameson. 
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carry into this House, and nothing of 
any moment has been done by the Chief 
Secretary for my unfortunate consti- 
tuents, and they have been cruelly 
neglected at a period when misery 
and famine is rife amongst them. 
What I ask the Government to do is 
to give us, at all events, some hope 
that they will help my unfortunate 
constituency. We have always been 
ready to compromise. Have we not 
allowed an unholy compromise to be 
made in order to secure Local Self-govern- 
ment? Have we not allowed £350,000 a 
year to be given in buying off the land- 
lords rather than lose the priceless boon 
of self-government? When we are ready 
to make such a compromise surely you 
should come forward with some proposal 
on behalf of the tenants. I ask that, at 
any rate, we should have an assurance 
from the Government that they will do 
something worthy of English statesman- 
ship—somethiag to relieve the chronic 
poverty of those districts in Ireland, 
which is a standing disgrace and a 
menace to the safety of your empire—on 
behalf of the country which we represent. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: I rise, not for 
the purpose of attacking the Chief Secre- 
tary, but of entreating him to reconsider 
the attitude which, to judge from his 
speech, he seems disposed to maintain 
towards this appeal for help from Ire- 


land. I have never before ventured to 
intervene in a discussion upon an Irish 
question in this House. I do not know 
that it is necessary that I should state 
my reasons for having abstained from 
attempting to swell the volume of Irish 
Debate. I daresay my reasons will not 
be misunderstood by honourable Mem- 
bers opposite to me, nor by my honour- 
able Friends below the Gangway on this 
side of the House with whom I generally 
find myself in sympathy. But if I now 
depart from the rule which I have 
hitherto observed on Irish questions, it is 
for a special reason, which I will state as 
briefly as possible. I have absolutely no 
personal interest in Ireland, and yet it is 
the case that I have recently been in 
receipt of communications bearing upon 
the state of distress which exists in the 
west of Ireland. Those communications 
have not come from an Irishman, but 
from an old college acquaintance, who is 
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a Scotchman, like myself, and who, so far 
as I know and believe, has absolutely no 
interest in the mass of the people 
of Ireland, other than may possibly 
arise from a community of religious feel- 
ing or from the possession of a compas- 
sionate heart. Mr. Lowther, the com- 
munications to which I refer can leave 
no doubt whatever upon any impartial 
mind that there does exist on the west 
coast of Ireland, and that there has been 
existing for some time past, a dis- 
tress which is both bitter and deep. 
Now, I am not going to labour this 
point, because, in fact, it has been 
admitted by the Chief Secretary, who has 
announced that there is a state of dis- 
tress in the west of Ireland which he has 
characterised as acute. How acute that 
distress must be needs, perhaps, no more 
proof than the fact which the right 
honourable Gentleman mentioned in 
answer to my question that the amount 
of the relief afforded by the Government 
works to anybody who would work under 
the grant was some 6s. per week ; that 
is to say, about 1s. a day—a miserable 
amount on which to support—I was 
going to say, able-bodied Irishmen, but 
in point of fact the men who are willing 
to take that wage must be, in many 
cases, emaciated and attenuated speci- 
mens of humanity ; and yet for this miser- 
able pittance you have hundreds, and 
perhaps thousands, of men _ clamour- 
ing for employment! It has been 
stated in this House, and not con- 
tradicted by the Chief Secretary, that 
even in the midst of this distress there 
are landlords who are evicting their 
tenants, and we may be perfectly certain 
that if there is any property in the hands 
of the tenants they will claim it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I may 
state, on the contrary, that up to the 
present time the evictions this year have 
been fewer in number than they have 
been for 20 years past. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK : What I said was 

that statements had been made, which 
the Chief Secretary had not contra- 
dicted, and he has not contradicted 
them now. 


Mr. DILLON: The statement was that 
the landlords were levying their rents 
to the last farthing. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That I do 
not admit. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: All I can say is 
that we have no information given to us 
in contradiction of these statements, and 
when an honourable Member of this 
House vouches for their accuracy I prefer 
to accept them, in the absence of 
contradiction, as being true, and 
entitled to be so received. How- 
ever, I simply point out these facts, 
ag illustrative of the fact, which must be 
apparent to anyone who has listened to 
this Debate to-night, that there is in 
Ireland a state of distress which it is 
impossible to minimise or to doubt for 
one moment. Now, what is the position 
of the Chief Secretary? I do not deny 
that he has done something towards the 
alleviation of this distress ; but the com- 
plaint I make, after all we have heard 
to-night, is of a two-fold nature. In the 
first place I say that what the Chief, 
Secretary has done is inadequate ; and in 
the next place I say that what he has 
done hes been done in sucha manner that 
not only does it not afford suitable relief, 
but, in point of fact, it actually prevents 
the tenants in many cases doing for 
themselves what they might otherwise 
do. I believe that, under the regula- 
tions which have been made, men have to 
neglect the most pressing duties at 
home in order to get ls. a day upon 
the Government Relief Works. The 
heads of families are prevented from 
sowing their potato seed, and so pre- 
paring for future crops. I understood 
from another statement which has not 
been contradicted that the Government 
are only now supplying the potato seed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir; 
all the statements which I do not contra- 
dict must not be assumed to be true. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: Well, of course, 
I accept the statement of the Chief Secre- 
tary; but I must say that the arrange- 
ment under which the heads of families 
are compelled to leave their work at home 
in order to receive this Government 
money is neither necessary nor best cal- 
culated to assist the families whom it is 
intended to relieve. Now, Mr. Lowther, 
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I have no wish to prolong this Debate, 
but I desire to make a suggestion to 
the Chief Secretary. What I have 
already said has been intended rather 
in the nature of an appeal. There are 
several reasons, I think, which might 
induce the right honourable Gentleman 
to reconsider his attitude ; and they have 
to some extent been admitted by him- 
self. First, he told the House that this 
distress has been existing on the west coast 
of Ireland for some time, and that it is 
more likely to increase than to decrease 
as the summer months advance. The next 
reason I should desire ‘the Chief Secre- 
tary to give full weight to is the fact, 
over which he has no control, that the 
price of food stuffs has gone up, and will 
probably go up still further ; and, there- 
fore as I have said, whatever distress 
may arise in Ireland from want of means 
is more likely to augment than to 
diminish as the summer goes on. And 
there is a third reason to which he should 
have regard, and that is the perfect wil- 
lingness on the part of the Treasury to 
open its purse, if only the right honourable 
Gentleman will speak the words neces- 
sary to induce the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to do so. Now, what is to be 
gained from an academic discussion as to 
whether distress is permanent or excep- 
tional, while the subjects of the discus- 
sion are starving? Could anything seem 
more like cruel trifling to the man who 
is famine-pinched? Why, is there any 
higher duty on the part of the 
State than to preserve its citizens, how- 
ever poor? If you are so wealthy that 
you could afford to give £400,000 to the 
Irish landlords to buy off opposition 
ta the Local Government Bill, surely 
you can afford to give a few thousand 
pounds to relieve this distress beyond all 
possibility of doubt! I venture to press 
these arguments upon the notice of the 
Chief Secretary, whom I myself believe 
to be one of the most humane men in 
the House, in the hope of inducing him 
to reconsider his position with regard to 
this appeal, which seems to me to come 
from Ireland with a voice that ought 
not to be lightly disregarded. 


*Mr. M. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I do not 
wish to trespass for more than a few 
moments on the attention of the Com- 
mittee, as, practically, there is nothing 

Mr. Hedderwick. 
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more to be said on this subject from 
these Benches. But I should like to 
make one or two remarks with reference 
to the interesting speech we have had 
from the honourable and gallant Gentle 
man opposite, the Member for North 
Armagh. I was very glad to notice the 
sympathetic tone of his remarks to-night. 
It is not always present in his speeches 
with reference to his fellow-countrymen 
in this House. He acknowledges the 
existence of distress in Ireland, and 
pleads for a permanent remedy. Well, 
for that I thank him; but when he 
delivered his interesting lecture upon the 
cultivation of the potato and the virtue 
of emigration, I was reminded of an ob- 
servation made in 1846 in the Times, 
with reference to a similar discourse in 
Ireland by a late learned gentleman 
about the virtue of cultivating the potato. 
And this is the observation— 


“Tf the Irish tenants could live on the stalks 
of their potatoes they could then give the 
tubers for rent.” 


Since I read that observation, Mr. Low- 
ther, many years ago, I have had a very 
strong prejudice against the potato. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): 
Will the honourable Member be good 
enough to tell us where that statement 
was made, and by whom? 


*Mr. DAVITT: It was made in the 
London 7'imes, and I shall have the 
greatest pleasure in giving the honour- 
able Member the exact quotation to-mor- 
row, if he so desires. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: Thank you; it 


is very good of you. 


*Mr. DAVITT: Now, with reference to 
the advice of the honourable and gallant 
Member to Irishmen, who want to be 
rooted in the soil, to go to other coun- 
tries, I would like to point out what 
would happen if that advice was gene- 
rally followed. I think that if those 
who till the soil of Ireland were to leave 
the country to the Irish Jandlords the 
Chief Secretary would be compelled to 
bring in a Relief Bill every Session to 
save the Irish landlords from starvation. 
I never like to hear the honourable and 
gallant Member, for whom we all havea 
certain amount of admiration, talking 
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disparagingly of the peasantry of; cultural distress then existing here. I do 
Ireland. not want to pursue these controversial 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON: I beg to 
sav I have not done so in my references 
to these unfortunate people, who are in 
a starving state in the west. 


*Mr. DAVITT: Does the class to which 
the honourable and gallant Member 
belongs recognise the distress in the way 
in which it would be recognised in this 
or any other country? 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON : 


tainly. 


Yes; cer- 


*Mr. DAVITT: Do they forego their 
rents? Why, at the present time, when 
the British people are sending subscrip- 
tions to help the distressed people in 
the west of Ireland, landlords in my own 
native county are threatening these very 
people with eviction in order that they 
may get some of the subscriptions for 
themselves. I was very glad to hear from 
the right honourable Gentleman a con- 
demnation of dishonest persons in certain 
parts of the west of Ireland who had made 
representations to local committees that 
they were in distress, when, according 
to his statement, they were in no such 
condition. I have no sympathy with 
dishonest men of that kind, and [ trust 
that the local relief committees in Man- 
chester and Dublin will take note of these 
men, and see to it that none of the money 
subscribed by the people of this country 
or by the people of Ireland shall go into 
the pockets of dishonest men of that 
kind. It is inevitable that when there is 
public distress and destitution of this 
sort that there will be exaggeration and 
perhaps dishonesty ; but I plead on be- 
half of the peasantry of Ireland, to which 
I belong, that exaggeration in the face 
of feeble doles from Parliament is not 
confined to that class alone. I think I 
shall have the assent of many Members 
who are listening to me to-night, when 
I remind the Committee that when it 
Was necessary to pass the Agricultural 
Rating Bill through this House, which 
was to give ten millions of money in 
five years to English landlords and 
tenants, there was a great deal of gross 
exaggeration as to the amount of agri- 
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remarks. I only want to remind the 
Committee and the Chief Secretary that 
the relief of the people who are suffering 
from the present distress is really a small 
question, so far as expenditure is con- 
cerned, as compared with the necessity 
for applying some permanent remedy. 
The whole of the present century may 
be said to be studded with famines and 
periods of distress in Ireland. There was 
a famine in 1822; there was another in 
1832; there was a terrible famine in 
1846, which decimated a million of our 
population ; there was a very severe in- 
fliction of distress in 1862 ; and there was 
another, as we all know, in 1879 and 
1880. There was partial distress in 1890, 
and now we are again face to face with 
acute destitution. I cannot estimate the 
enormous amount of public money—- 
grants from this House and subscrin- 
tions from the civilized world—which 
has been expended in relief of the starv- 
ing population of Ireland during these 
periods of distress; but I am certain 
that a tenth, or may-be a twentieth, of 
the amount wisely applied to a well- 
considered plan would have solved the 
difficulty for ever. I have learned with 
a great deal of satisfaction that the Chief 
Secretary has given a promise that he 
will try and think out some permanent 
remedy for these recurring calamities in 
the west of Ireland. I can assure the 
right honourable Gentleman that he will 
have the hearty sympathy and support 
of his political opponents in such efforts. 
It is no pleasure to us to speak harshly 
of the right honourable Gentleman. I 
am perfectly sure that if he could give 
effect to his own desires and his own 
wishes he would prevent these calami- 
ties, which can be of no advantage to 
the Power which he represents as vir- 
tual Governor of Ireland, and which cer- 
tainly are no satisfaction to us. I feel, 
as an Irishman, humiliated if ever I 
am compelled, either inside this House 
or outside it, to speak on behalf of a 
measure of relief for my fellow country- 


men. My contention is that these 
recurring troubles have their sourze 
in economic causes. The honourable 


and gallant Member ridiculed the at- 
tempt to cultivate small plots, and ta 
grow potatoes year after year on those 
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small plots. He said that by so doing 
the people invited distress of this kind. 
Of course, the attempt to grow potatoes 
only year after year on miserably sma!l 
patches of land must inevitably lead to 
disaster for the poor cultivators. What 
is the remedy? Until you give these 
people enough land upon which to culti- 
vate a variety of produce there must be 
these repeated famines. In Holland there 
is to be found a class of well-to-do sturdy 
cultivators, who manage to live fairly well 
independent of periods of distress, on 
mainly a vegetable diet, simply because 
they are not confined to these wretched 
little patches of land, but hold lani 
sufficient to allow of rotation of crops. 
If one crop fails, another will succ2ed, 
and in that way they manage to get on. 
That is what we want in the west of 
Treland.. I believe that if the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Seere- 
tary could come before this House and 
before the country with a scheme that 
would remedy this trouble once and for 


ever, there would be no difficulty in 
getting from the Treasury  sufficieut 


money to carry the reform into effect. 
There are some 40 or 50 landlords owning 
the land in the congested districts in the 
west, and I do not think these men wouid 
have any very strong objection to sell 
their land, providing they were dealt 
with justly and fairly. I am not, as a rule, 
too generous in my remarks about Irish 
landlords, but I would strongly back any 
scheme the Chief Secretary might brinz 
forward with the object of buying out 
these 40 or 50 landlords, and allowing 
the Congested wistricts Board to deal 
with the land in the direction of enlarg- 
ing holdings for present occupiers, and 
employing public money in the engage- 
ment of skilled agricultural instructors 
to teach the people how to get more 
food out of the land. If the right 
honourable Gentleman is able to provide 
a permanent remedy for these recurring 
famines he will receive the hearty sup- 
port of his political opponents in carry- 
ine it out, and will leave behind him a 
reputation that he will not be ashamed 
of in years to come. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: The speech to 
which we have just listened is one of 
the mest helpful we have heard, and the 
time has surely come wken, apart from 


Mr. Davitt. 
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political controversy, Members might 
consider how many of the suggestions 
could be carried out. 





Mr. KILBRIDE: The right honow- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
in the course of his speech, said 
the Government desired to make the 
districts responsible for some of the 
money expended in those districts. | 
wish to direct the right honourable 
Gentleman’s attention to a notice of 
motion which was handed in at the 
Westport Union on the 5th May by 
Colonel H. J. Buchanan. I understand 
that Colonel Buchanan is a Conservative 
in politics, and a strong supporter of the 
general policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I should like to read the notice 
of motion to the Committee. It is as 
follows— 


“T hereby give notice that on this day 
fortnight I will move that all Government 
relief works in the Westport Union be stopped 
forthwith, in consequence of the following 
facts—namely, that though the Government 
pay three-fourths of the costs of the works, 
the other fourth of the cost is chargeable to 
the electoral division in which the works are 
carried on; that each of the undermentioned 
divisions have now exceeded the average rate 
chargeable to such divisions, and a further 
expenditure under this head must fall on the 
union at large, and be payable by the divisions 
equally destitute ; that the relief being distri- 
buted by the guardians now exceeds £100 a 
week, and would, if continued, soon leave the 
union in a state of bankruptcy, from which 
it could never recover. That it be now left in 
the hands of the Government to look after the 
condition of the poor.” 


Then follow the names of the nine 
divisions in the Westport Union where the 
charge has exceeded the average rate. 
Now, Sir, does anybody who knows any- 
thing at all about the working of Irish 
poor law unions, especially in distressed 
districts, think for one moment that this 
motion, when it is moved by Colonel 
Buchanan, will not be carried unani- 
mously! If that is so, what becomes of 
the safeguard of compelling the unions 
to pay one-fourth of the cost of relief! 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will pay close attention to the action of 
his own political supporters in the West- 
port Union, which will, no doubt, be 
followed by other unions in other dis- 
tressed portions of Ireland. The Chief 
Secretary should not be misied into 
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supposing that the owner of two or three 
mountain cattle in Connemara might not 
be in need of relief. Everybody who is 
acquainted with the mountain districts 
in [reland knows quite well that a small 
cotter who owns three or four head of 
cattle in the spring time of the year 
finds uimself precluded from turning 
them into cash. These mountain cattle 
remain out all the winter, living on 
heather and coarse grass, and their con- 
dition is such in the earlier months of 
the year that no grazier would buy them. 
Not until August, September, and 
October has the poor cotter any chance 
of turning his cattle into money. 
I noticed another remarkable fact in the 
statement of the right honourable Gentle- 
man, and that was this: while he men- 
tioned several people in the west of Ire- 
and who bad applied for relief, in only 
one instance was he able to state that 
within the last three or four months these 
people had sold pigs. What is the test of 
the poverty of the small farmer in Ire- 
land! What is the test of his absolute 
poverty? It is whether he has pigs or 
not. Tosuch a miserable condition have 
the small farmers in the west of Ireland 
been reduced, owing to the failure of the 
crops last year, and owing to the large 
increase in the price of food stuff, that 
they have been obliged to get rid of their 
pigs to a very large extent. I think there 
can be no greater proof of the poor con- 
dition in which these people are, or of the 
exceptional distress trom which they are 
suffering, than the fact that they possess 
at the present moment not half as many 
pigs as they usually do when they are in 
a state of comparative wealth. I hope 
the right honourable Gentleman will not 
be misled by the reports which he may 
receive to the effect that because a man 
is in possession of two or three mountain 
cattle, which he cannot turn into money 
at the present time, he is not a fit subject 
for Government relief. The Chief Secre- 
tary mentioned the maximum wages for 
labour on relief works as 6s. per week, 
but he did not give the Committee any 
information as to the average wages 
received. Six shillings a week is the 
maximum that anyone can earn in wages 
on any of these relief works, but what is 
the average amount earned? Am I right 
m saying that the average wage earned 
on these relief works is 3s. 6d. per week? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: You must 
consider also the number of days during 
which these people work. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Well, the Committee 
are to take it that it is a very small per- 
centage of the people on these relief 
works who earn 6s. a week! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
aware that such is the case. If it is 
there must be only a small percentage of 
pecple working six days a week. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Is that extraordinary 
when you consider that many of the 
workers are women, and that some of 
them walk six miles to and from their 
work ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I did not 
say it was extraordinary; it is very 
natural. But it shows that the relief 
works are adequate, or the people would 
work six days a week. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: They do not work so 
many days now, because it is springtime, 
and the people are busy with the crops. 
3ut will the right honourable Gentleman 
say that there will not be more demand 
for work in June? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: When the 
necessity for relief increases. the number 
of works will increase. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: The right honour- 
able Gentleman is apparently not in a 
position to tell the Committee the aver- 
age amount of wages earned on these 
relief works in Ireland. Neither is he in 
a position to inform the Committee what 
the minimum wageis. The only informa- 
tion of which he is apparently in posses- 
sion is that 6s. a week is the maximum 
wage earned. Is it not a curious fact, 
Mr. Lowther, that when the officials in 
Ireland were supplying the Chief Secre- 
tary with the information that 6s. a week 
was the maximum, they never thought it 
worth while to give the right honourable 
Gentleman the miserable details as to the 
minimum ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have had 
full details on all these subjects from 
my officials, but I do not happen to 
have them with me. 
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Mr. KILBRIDE: The Chief Secretary 
might have known that information would 
be asked for, and that on a question of 
this kind he could not be supplied with 
too many details. As to the nine or ten 
families in the Cahirciveen Union, 
into the circumstances of which a 
Local Government Board inspector 
had been sent down to _ inquire, 
the right honourable Gentleman 
did not tell the Committee the amount 
of out-door relief that these families 
were receiving per week. Am I right, or 
am I wrong, in saying that the average 
amount of relief which these nine or ten 
families received was only ls. 6d. per 
week ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
responsible for that. It is clearly a 
matter for the guardians. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Yes, but the right 
honourable Gentleman did not tell the 
Committee that the rates in the Cahir- 
civeen Union are already 10s. in the £— 
the 
action of those who are returned to the 
poor law boards to look after the interests 


a very important fact in guiding 


and one which would 
them to give as little 
I know the Cahir- 
civeen Union very well, and there is not 
asingle division in that union that is pros- 
perous, or in a different condition from 
that of chronic distress. There is not a 
single division in the union which could 
afford to have its rates increased, no 
matter how great the distress and desti- 
tution. I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman, in future statements, will be 
a little more elaborate, and not leave the 
House under the misapprehension that, 
because nine or ten families are in receipt 
of outdoor relief, they are therefore suffi- 
ciently provided for. As to the relaxa- 
tion of the rules in regard to relief in the 
ease of large families, what instructions 
have been sent to the guardians? Might 
I ask the right honourable Gentleman 
how many a family must consist of 
before the present rules will be relaxed? 
I take .c that a family must consist of 
ten or twelve persons before the right 
honourable Gentleman will relax the 
rules which are at present in force. 


of the ratepayers, 
be likely to induce 
relief as possible. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR replied that 


the instructions sent to the Belmullet 
Board of Guardians were that, where the 
maximum allowance to a large family 
was not enough, another member of the 
family might be employed, so as to 
bring the total earnings of the family up 
to the same effective point as before the 
recent rise of prices. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: I understand that 
that practically is the difference between 
the prices of Indian meal now and a 
month ago. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is the 
principal consideration. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Very well. Six shil- 
lings will buy six stone of Indian meal, 
which is less than a stone a day for a 
family of 12. Without flour, that could 
not be enough. It isa little over a pound 
of Indian meal per head per day. I would 
really ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man to give a little more personal atten- 
tion to the matter. Like the honourable 
Member for South Mayo, I do not believe 
that it is the desire of the Chief Secre. 
tary that anybody should die of starva- 
tion, or that the population should have 
I urge the 
right honourable Gentleman not to place 


to endure extreme hardship. 


too much confidence in the reports he 
receives from the permanent officials. I 
say to the right honourable Gentleman, 
in all seriousness and in all candour, that 
he will find that he will not be the first 
Chief Secretary who has been misled by 
the permanent officials in Ireland; and I 
say to him that the more he inquires into 
these things for himself, the more he will 
become convinced that it is a dangerous 
thing for any Minister, responsible for 
the good government of Ireland, to rely 
entirely, or almost entirely, on Reports of 
the permanent officials at Dublin Castle. 


After the usual interval, the Chair was 
taken by Mr. Jonn Exuis (Notts, Rush- 
cliffe). 


Dr. TANNER drew the Chairman's 


attention to the fact that there were not 
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40 Members present. The House was 
ccunted, and 40 Members being present, 


Mr. W. REDMOND : I should 
not have troubled the Committee with 
any further remarks in this Debate, 
except for the fact that I am very much 
dissatisfied with the nature of the reply 
made by the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary. The right 
honourable Gentleman has been variously 
referred to by speakers in this Debate ; 
some Members even from these benches 
have referred to him in rather a flatter- 
ing way, remarking that they feel certain 
that he personally was most anxious to 
do everything he could to meet and 
relieve the distress in Ireland. I do not 
know myself what the personal views of 
the right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary may be, but I may state that 
aiter 15 years spent in this House, with 
an experience of a apr spee ee number 

of ¢ thief Secretaries of all kinds and de- 
scriptions, IT know of none who, in my 
experience, appeared to give themselves 
less trouble to meet the views of the 
frish gentlemen than the right honour- 
able Gentleman the present Chief Secre. 
tary to the tLord Lieutenant. Of 
course, it may be in accordance with pre- 
edent that the right honourable Gentle- 
nan should meet with indifference, and 
almost with scorn, the representations 
made by Irish Members: but before he 
is Chief Secret tary for Ireland very much 
longer, I think he will understand that 
representatives of the people of Ireland 
who come here, as I come here, without 
any pay, or hope of reward, to represent 
the views of our constituents, and to try 
to safeguard and protect them, are enti- 
tled to proper and deferential treatment 
from officials, even though they be in 

the exalted position of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant. The right honour- 
uble Gentleman receives a remarkably 
large salary, which we are disputing to- 
night, and he ought to remember that 
the least he could do for Ireland is to 
show some ccnsideration and civility to 
the Irish Members of Parliament. I do 
not know what the views of some honour- 
able Members upon these benches may 
be, but my views are that I will not 
stand what I consider to be indifference 
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or bad treatment towards the Irish Mem- 
bers from any Member of Her Majesty’s 
Government responsible for the govern- 
ment of Ireland, and I say here that 
the whole tenor and tone of the right 
honourable Gentleman’s speech to-night, 
as his speeches on other occasions in the 
same direction have done, goes to prove 
that he does not believe one word of 
what Irish Members tell him about the 
distress, and although, constrained by 
the rules of politeness, he does not get 
up and call us liars, yet the whole tone 
of his observations goes to show that he 
thinks we really come to the House of 
Commons to state what is not the truth 
in reward to Ireland; and that, for some 
extraordinary reason, which is unex- 
plained, we, time after time, desire to 
misrepresent the state of affairs in Ire- 
land, and to make our country and our 
people appear to be in a condition which 
they really do not occupy. I ask the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary and other Gentlemen in this 
House—there are very few of them, of 
course, as this is merely a matter of Irish 
grievance, and therefore beneath the 
consideration of the average British 
Member—-but I ask those who are here 
whether for one moment they can ima- 
gine that it is a pleasant thing for Irish 
Members of Parliament like myself to 
stand here and ask for a few hundreds 
of pounds to keep a section of their coun- 
trymen from starving. I do not know 
how Debates of this kind afiect other 
Irish Members, but the way they affect 
me is this: that each time that I find 
the distress of my unfortunate country 
paraded and exposed in this House, and 
each time I listen to the speeches delli- 
vered, which are practically !ittle more 
than begging appeals for a few ihou- 
sands of pounds from the Government to 
relieve distress, each experience of that 
sort only deepens the hatred which 1 
possess, in common with the vast majority 
of my countrymen—a hatred for English 
rule in Ireland and for the officials who 
rule in Ireland—and strengthens the hope 
which I entertain, in common with the 
majority of my fellow countrymen, that 
the day must come, and will come sooner 
or later, when English rule in Ireland 
will be destroyed, ‘and when it wil no 
longer be necessary for the representa- 
tives of the Irish people to come to ‘his 
House and pocket their pride and beg 
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from Her Majesty’s Government a few 
paltry pounds to keep people from 
starving. The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary quoted certain 
cases where it appears that fraud was 
attempted upon those who are adminis- 
tering the relief works. I do not wish 
to use any unparliamentary language, 
but I say that it was hardly honest for 
the Chief Secretary, in reply to our 
charges that the Government have not 
done all they should have done 
in regard to distress, to come and read 
to the House, as though by way of 
specimen, acertain number of cases where 
this alleged fraud was attempted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is not 
right. I do not wish to interrupt, but 
my object in reading these cases was 
this: it must be remembered that ! 
have particularly asked for any cases in 
which it could be fairly urged that those 
who are entitled to relief have not been 
relieved by the steps which have been 
taken. I have asked that those cases 
should be brought to our notice. I have 
referred to-night to every single such 
case, and I included the cases to which 
the honourable Member refers in which 


it did appear that there was some- 
thing approaching fraud. I did not 
describe it by that name. I have 


no desire to bring these cases before 
the House ; I simply emphasise this fact— 
that having invited honourable Members 
to point to specific cases in which no steps 
have been taken to deal with distress, 
or in which the steps which have been 
taken have proved inadequate, the resu!t 
has turned out to be that so far as those 
specific cases are concerned, there really 
has been no distress of the kind which 
had not already been sutfticiently pro- 
vided for. The challenge of honourable 
Members opposite is only attempted to 
be met by me by reciting such cases as 


have been brought to my notice. 
Mr. W. REDMOND: It is some- 
times difficult for Irish Members 


always to follow what it is the Chief 
Secretary really means by the language 
which he uses. Some time ago when a 
Debate similar to this took place in this 
House, in answer to our miserable 
appeals for relief, he spoke airily of 
champagne and the South of France, and 
Mr. W. Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 





1304 


then we were told that he did not mean 
at all to offend us. And now, in answer to 
our appeals here for adequate means to 
be taken to relieve distress, he gets up 
and, by way of answer, reads out a num- 
ber of cases where undoubtedly, if the 
facts set out are true, a fraud was 
attempted. Why did he do it? Clearly to 
show the House that our appeals were 
exaggerated, that our statements were 
not to be trusted, and that everythiay 
was really so well in the country tha 
the only cases that could be brought 
forward were cases which were proved to 
be fraudulent. If he meant anything by 
his language he meant that the state- 
ments made with regard to distress are 
bogus, and that there is no need for the 
Government to take further steps. He 
says that sufficient steps have been 
taken. I say that in hundreds of cases 
the Government have taken no steps at 
ail, and that even the miserable steps 
that have been taken are a disgrace to 
the Government and a_ disgrace to 
civilisation. Weare told that the Govern- 
ment cannot give wages for these relief 
works which would compete with the 
ordinary rate of wages in a district, and 
that is the reason why we are asked to 
be satisfied when we find that numbers 
of Trish families are asked to exist upon 
3s. or 4s. a week, the miserable pittance 
they get from the Government. relici 
works. Then we are told that the real 
reason why there is this distress in Ire- 
laud is because there are congested dis- 
tricts. The people are all huddled up 
together in limited areas where they are 
so miserably poor that they have neither 
room nor the means to live, and re- 
peatedly we have this flung in our faces. 
Why is it so! If there are these congested 
districts it is the direct result of the 
deliberate policy pursued by England ir 
Ireland, which has driven our people 
into these wretched corners of the country 
away from the better feeding lands—a 
policy which was described well when the 
people were told that they should clear 
out of their homeland and go either to 
hell or to Connaught. Anything more 
revolting and outrageous to the feelings 
of the ordinary Irish Nationalist than the 
superior way in which our poverty is 
pointed out in this House cannot be 
imagined. Nothing more exasperating 
can be conceived than the way in which 
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we are told that the only remedy for 
this state of things is to emigrate our 
people beyond the seas. I say that that 
view of the distress in Ireland is a view 
calculated to arouse the keenest indigna- 
tion amongst the Irish people and 
amongst their representatives as_ well. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary, supported by the honour- 
able and gallant Member for Armagh, 
speaks of emigration. He told us in one 
of his speeches in this House that one 
way of settling this question is that the 
people should emigrate and find better— 
[Here Mr. Geratp Bax.rour left the 
House.| The right honourable Gentleman 
will find that before this Debate is over 
he will have to answer the questions which 
I propose to put to him. Of course, it 
is quite in accordance with the exquisite 
English courtesy that is meted out to 
Irish Members here that when one of 
them is speaking the highly-paid official, 
who rules and governs our country 
against our will, and without our 
authority, should get up and leave the 
House as if nothing of any importance 
were taking place. I assure the Com- 
mittee that if I have to rise two or three 
times further to-night, I will yet say 
what I have got to say in the face of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary. With regard to the 
challenge he has made to the effect that 
no cases have been pointed out to him 
in which the Government have not met 
distress, I will reply to that in this way : 
he has completely and very cleverly, 
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in order to protect the people from 
distress in various portions of the coun- 
try. But, no! When a suggestion of 
that kind is made by an Irish Nationalist 
Member it is brushed aside—the Chief 
Secretary quietly ignores it. It is easy 
enough to get up and tell British Mem- 
bers, who know nothing whatever about 
Ireland—the majority of them have 
never been there; they know just as 
much about our country, or the circum- 
stances of our country, as they do about 
the island of Cuba, and, perhaps, a great 
deal less—it is easy enough for the Chief 
Secretary to get up and tell them that 
these representations of the Irish 
Nationalist Members are not to be relied 
upon: that there is really no distress in 
Ireland. It is true that a number of 
English gentlemen connected with the 
Manchester Relief Committee have also 
reported with regard to the distress, but 
they are not to be relied upon; they are 
only people who belong to an uneasy 
school of sentimental politicians, who are 
always on the look-out for oppression 
everywhere, and who allow their feelings 
to run away with them in viewing Irish 
distress. Then we read out letter after 
letter in this House, as has been done 
in this Debate, from priests in Ireland, 
from Protestant as well as Catholic, from 
leading representative men of every walk 
of life in those districts—letters insisting 
on action by the Government—and the 
House is told that all these men are only 
Nationalist agitators, and they are not 
to be relied upon; and so our appeals 





from his own point of view, absolutely 
ignored another challenge which I made 
to him at the commencement 
Debate, and that was, if 


for Government effort in Ireland, and if 
he thinks that the representations of 
inen like myseif are exaggerated, then 
let the Government appoint a small Com- 
inission, composed of impartial men, 
representing all Parties, and despatch 
them tomorrow, or the next day, to 
visit these districts in Ireland, and 
immediately to report upon the situation. 
If he does that we are confident that 
any such Commission would agree with 
the Irish Members, Nationalists as well as 
Conservatives, that there yet remains a 
very great deal for the Government to do 





of this | 
he believes | 
honestly that there is no further roor | 


are brushed aside with a clear conscience 
|by honourable Gentlemen opposite. But 
we challenge that our appeals shall not 
be based upon our representations. I 
challenge that, instead of relying on the 
words of the men connected with tae 
Manchester Committee, or on the repre- 
sentations of local men in the districts, 
let the Chief Secretary appoint a small 
Commission, composed of men represent- 
ing all Parties, and without any political 
bias in the matter, and if he does that I 
daresay that in the inside of a week 
he will get a report from these districts 
such as may be relied upon by Members 
of all Parties in this House ; and, as far 
as I am concerned myself, I say that if 
such a small Committee be appointed to 
go over and visit, and report whether 
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there is a necessity for extra relief or 
not, and if such a Committee come back 
and report that what we have said is not 
true, that it is exaggerated, that there 
is no real need for relief, that the distress 
has been thoroughly met by the Govern- 
ment, I pledge myself no further to 
bother the Government in this matter. 
But the Government will not appoint 
such a Committee, because they. know 
perfectly well that the result of the 
appointment of such a Committee would 
be to prove up to the hilt our conten- 
tions to-night, that although the Govern- 
ment have seen this distress and hard- 
ship coming on for months past in Ire- 
land, they have followed the usual prac- 
tice of Irish Governments—they have put 
off from day to day doing anything ; and 
even the steps which they have taken 
at present are paltry and inadequate, 
simply leaving the people in dire distress 
in many parts of the country. The 
right honourable Gentleman in the last 
Debate asked me, in an airy manner, 
as if he were putting a poser which would 
completely dispel all probability of truth 
in any Nationalist statement, to mention 
how many people had died of starvation 
in Ireland, and where, and when, and the 
full particulars. I say, is it a wonderful 
thing that Irishmen are dissatisfied with 
the Government of their country by a 
system which compels its mouthpiece to 


get up and ask if there has been 
actual death by starvation before 
any means are taken to grapple 
with distress? Undoubtedly there has 
been death from starvation in Ireland. 


But then the right honourable Gentle- 
man will desire me to prove it. Of 
course, if I were asked to prove that 
death actually took place from starvation 
—that not a single morsel of food had 
passed the victim’s lips for a week, or 
two weeks, or for such a time as would 
prove that death took place from actual 
want of food—I could do no such thing. 
But I will undertake to show 
dozens and dozens of cases in Ireland 
where people have died, broken down 
by disease and by misery as_ the 
result of endeavouring to keep body 
and soul together upon a wretched diet 
of miserable Indian meal, or diseased and 
bad potatoes, and food of inadequate and 
unwholesome description. It would be 
impossible for any impartial man to visit 


Mr. W. Redmond. 
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certain districts on the western seaboard 
of Ireland without coming away con- 
vinced, from the evidence which he would 
have placed before him, that there had 
been any number of deaths the result of 
inadequate and improper food. Then we 
are told that, after all, the Government 
cannot be responsible, for the Irish 
people are crowded up in these corners, 
and there is not sufficient work or 
employment for them. I say the Govern- 
ment are responsible. I say the Chief 
Secretary and the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land are responsible before God and 
before man for whatever evil overtakes 
the Irish people. You have taken away 
from us the right to manage our own 
affairs in our own country. You have 
arrogated to yourselves in this House the 
privilege and the right of administering 
the law in Ireland and of governing the 
people of the country. You have taken 
the responsibility upon you, and, that 
being so, I say that, unquestionably and 
undoubtedly, it is the duty of the 
Government, which has usurped our right 
to rule ourselves, to look after the people 
and see that they do not starve. Some 
Members sitting on these benches think 
that the intentions of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary and 
the Lord Lieutenant and the permanent 
officials are benevolent intentions 
towards the Irish people. Personally, I 
know nothing whatever of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tray’s intentions, and the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland I have never laid my 
eyes upon ; but all I know is that, as far 
as I can see, they are treading in the old 
path which has been followed _per- 
sistently by Chief Secretaries and Lord 
Lieutenants and permanent officials ever 
since the Irish Parliament was 
destroyed; they are following out the 
system of ignoring everything that is 
said by the Irish Members, and placing 
all their reliance on the reports of their 
own officials throughout the country who 
are appointed by Dublin Castle. As far 
as I can see, the right honourable Gentl:- 
man the Chief Secretary has adopted as 
his policy the policy of those men who 
long years ago thought that the only 
remedy for every Irish grievance was that 
our fellow-countrymen should be driven 
across the seas and forced to emigrate. 
The Chief Secretary in the last Debate 











ly 











1309 Supply. 


on Irish distress said that one way of 
settling it was that they should look out 
and see if there were not some better 
and happier country where they might 
succeed in life and could live more com- 
fortably. It is said contemptuously that 
these men are mostly poor labourers, 
with perhaps an acre or half an acre of 
Jand, which is altogether insufficient for 
them to make a livelihood out of. It is 
easy enough for high and _ well-paid 
officials of the Government in this House 
and out of it to talk lightly and con- 
temptuously about the poverty of these 
humble Irish labourers ; easy enough it 
is for the Chief Secretary, with his large 
salary and assured position, to get up in 
this House and airily recommend these 
unfortunate Irishmen to emigrate to 
some better and happier land. Perhaps 
it may occur to the minds of some 
honourable Members that even the 
poorest and most humble labourer in 
Ireland may have some sentiment for his 
own country, some love for the land 
which gave him birth, and some ambition, 
if he can manage it, to live and die in 
the land where his fathers lived and died 
before him. But such a sentiment is 
altogether too noble, I expect, in the 
opinion of English Government officials, 
to find any resting-place in the breasts 
of poor Irishmen. When I hear the 
Chief Secretary and the honourable and 
gallant Member for North Armagh talk 
lightly and cheerfully about people 
emigrating from Ireland it makes 
me indignant. I have visited every 
one of the lands which have been 
trodden by the foot of the Irish 
emigrants; I have followed them round 
the world—from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, from New Zealand to Australia, 
from Australia to South Africa, and back 
again—and I say here, from my 
experience of those lands, that if the 
Government officials had the same 
experience that I have had of these poor 
exiles throughout the world, and their 
descendants, I doubt very much whether 
they would recommend emigration as a 
remedy for any Irish grievance in this 
nineteenth century. I tell you here, in 
the interests of your own country, to say 
nothing of the sentiment of the Irish 
against emigration, that emigration 
is the very worst thing you can 
possibly do for the interests of your 


VOL. LVII. {Fourtu Serigs. | 


{13 May 1898 } 








Supply. 1310 


own country, and your own Empire, 
because in every place where you have 
planted an Irish emigrant you have 
planted there also an enemy of the 
system which has forced him to emi- 
grate ; you have planted there an enemy 
to the flag which floats over Ireland, and 
which affords neither protection nor pros- 
perity, nor even the liberty to live, to . 
the people of that country. I am some- 
times divided in my mind, when I hear 
this policy of emigration recommended, 
whether, after all, one ought not to sup- 
port it, in spite of the natural repugnance 
to the idea of separating the Irish people 
from their homes, because, after all, the 
great desire of our hearts, and I indulge 
in the luxury—I can afford to do so—of 
telling this House, and the people of this 
country, exactly what I think of things, 
because I am one of the Irish Members 
who, after 15 years in this House, can 
get up here and say, “I owe nothing to 
any Member,” and “I owe nothing to 
any person in this country ” 


Mr. CRILLY: You are not the only 


one! 





Mr. W. REDMOND: Do not you dare 
to interrupt me. I am not one of those 
Irish Members who, in Ireland, denounce 
England and the English people, 
and who, when they come here. are very 
glad to mix with Englishmen, and to be 
friendly with English Members of Par- 
liament, and pretend that, after all, 
though there is a sentiment for Home 
Rule, we are all one brotherhood, one 
flag, one Empire. I say here—and I do 
not claim the monopoly to myself at all— 
I believe that other Irish Members can 
say the same, but I can afford to say 
that the desire of our hearts, the one 
thing that we work for and long for, is 
to see the day when our country shall be 
governed by herself, and when it will not 
be necessary for 80 or 90 Irish Members 
of Parliament to come here and prac- 
tically go down on their knees to ask 
an English Member of Parliament, the 
Member for Leeds, to keep our unfor- 
tunate people from suffering and from 
starving. The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary may be as good a 
Chief Secretary as it is possible for an 
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Englishman to be in Ireland, but I take 
this opportunity of saying that it is a 
matter of resentment to me, and of com- 
plaint every month of the year, every 
week of the month, and every day of the 
week, to think that my country is 
governed by two Englishmen—one a 
nobleman, sent over to play at Royalty, 
and the other an English Member of 
Parliament, no doubt so vastly superior 
to anything which poor Ireland can pro- 
duce that he is placed in the position of 
governing us from Dublin Castle against 
our will. I say that sometimes I am in 
favour of the policy of emigration, 
because the more that policy is car- 
ried out the stronger becomes that feel- 
ing throughout the world against Eng- 
land on the Irish question, which sooner 
or later will destroy English rule in Ire 
land. At the same time, I claim that it 
is the duty of Irish Members in this 
House to protest, and as indignantly and 
as strongly as they can, when any Eng- 
lishman who is sent to Ireland to rule 


from Dublin Castle gets up and speaks of 
emigration as a possible remedy for dis- 
tress in Ireland. I say that it is an insult 


to our people and to our country. I say 
that it is a continuation of that deli- 
berate policy of expatriation which has 
been carried out in Ireland ever since the 
Union, and I say that it shows that the 
Irish Chief Secretary, and those who 
speak of emigration, know very little of 
the sentiment which is at the heart of 
the Irish people if they imagine that this 
unfortunate, poverty-stricken people in 
the crowded and congested districts of 
Ireland are to be induced to leave their 
country as long as there is the slightest 
chance of their being allowed to remain. 
I object to the speech of the honourable 
and gallant Member for Armagh. I 
object to the speech of the honourable 
Member for South Dublin, and _ the 
speeches of other Members of the Con- 
servative Party who have spoken in the 
House. My objection is that they have 
spoken of permanent remedies in this 
Debate for the distress. No doubt there 
ought to be a permanent remedy for all 
this distress, but I say that this Debate 
was not initiated for the purpose of dis- 
covering or discussing any permanent 
plans for the removal of this distress. I 
say that this Debate was originated, as 
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far as I know, and certainly as far as I 
am concerned, not for the purpose of 
advocating any particular plan of perma- 
nent remedy, but for the purpose of ask- 
ing the Government, “Are you going to 
give the necessary money which is 
required in order to enable a_ certain 
number of people to obtain the absolute 
necessities of life in various districts of 
Ireland!” To come to the point, the 
money collected by the Mansion House 
Committee from charitable people in Ire- 
land bas been we!ll-nigh exhausted. The 
money collected by the Manchester Com- 
mittee has been exhausted as well. The 
Lord Mayor of Dublin, of course, has been 
cited in a light way by the Chief Secre. 
tary and others in Debates on Irish 
distress, because he is only an _ Irish 
Nationalist—a Home Ruler—not a sup- 
porter of the Government, and therefore 
not to be considered; but, if the Lord 
Mayor of the loyal city of Belfast had 
issued a statement in reference to cer- 
tain distress in Ireland, what a fuss there 
would have been! How the right honour- 
able Gentleman on the Front Government 
Bench would have hurried up to pay 
tribute to the statement of the Lord 
Mayor of Belfast! But simply because 
this distress has been taken to heart, and 
the Committee has been worked up by 
the Lord Mayor of Dublin, very little 
attention has been paid to him. But, 
after all, the fact remains, which cannot 
be denied, that the money subscribed has 
been well-nigh exhausted, and this Com- 
mittee in Dublin is inundated day after 
day with hundreds and hundreds of 
letters calling for some measures to be 
taken. And now I ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
the question which I asked him at the 
commencement of the Debate—the ques- 
tion which, if he had answered, might 
have relieved him of the very unpleasant 
necessity of listening to any more obser- 
vations of mine. If he thinks we are 
exaggerating, if he thinks there is 
no need for further steps to be 
taken, if he thinks that his officials 
and their reports are correct, and that 
our statements are incorrect, — will 
he appoint, as I suggest, a small 
Committee of impartial men, who 
in one week can traverse the districts 
referred to in this Debate; and will he 
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ask them to report upon these simple 
questions, whether or no there is excep- 
tional distress, and whether or no the 
Government have taken sufficient means 
to meet that distress, or whether or no 
there is any need for further steps to be 
taken by the Government? Any Com- 
mission of impartial men appointed to 
answer these three questions would, I am 
absolutely convinced, draw up a report 
which would justify our appeal in this 
House, and which would make it impos- 
sible for the Government to any longer 
deny that further steps should be taken. 
I was immensely struck by the speech 
of the honourable Member for Flint, a 
gentleman who is well known to take 
an interest in all people who are dis- 
tressed, and he referred to the fact that 
the people of Ireland were in a very peace- 
ful condition, and he said, “ Now that the 
country is in a peaceful condition, why 
do not the Government reward them by 
seeing that they want for nothing, and 
that there is no distress!” I am a per- 
fectly plain-spoken individual in these 
cases, and I have more than once put up 
with imprisonment for my plain-spoken- 
ness, and I will do so again if necessary. 


In my .opinion, the one fatal mistake 
that the Irish people made was to remain 


in peace. I say that what is happening 
now is what has always happened. The 
Government are willing practically to let 
the people starve and die unless they 
riot. ‘But because the people have 
remained tranquil, because even in spite 
of provocation of the most tremendous 
description, because in spite even of the 
despair and frenzy which comes upon 
men who see their children suffering 
from actual want of food—in the face of 
all this tremendous provocation there 
has been actual peace to be boasted 
about. The Government have taken 
their time. The Government have had 
reports sent to them that there is no 
present necessity for further steps to be 
taken—nobody has died of starvation. 
The right honourable Gentleman wants 
the Irish Members to be able to come 
here and put well authenticated questions 
on the Paper, to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant whether it is a 
fact that in the Westport Union, or such 
and such a union, on such and such a 
date, six men and four women died of 
starvation. He is waiting until we are in 


VOL. LVIL. {FourtH Ssrtss. | 


{13 May 1898} 





Supply. 1314 


a position to put questions of that kind 
before he will assure us that any proper 
steps are taken. He wants the people 
to die. What I am saying is this: the 
right honourable Gentleman will not 
take steps, apparently, unless we are in 
a position to come here and show him a 
number of deaths have actually taken 
place from starvation. And with all this 
the people are quiet. As far as I am 
concerned, Mr. Ellis, I can only say this 
much: In the district that I represent 
in this House there is some distress. I 
am frank in speaking of these matters, 
and I will not for one moment exaggerate 
one iota. In the constituency I repre- 
sent there is no such distress as would 
impel me to press the Government for 
very much relief, though poverty and 
wretchedness there is undoubtedly ; but 
if I represented one of these districts 
in the western part of Ireland, and if I 
received, day after day, from my consti- 
tuents, and their representative men, 
letters telling me that hunger was 
abroad, that children going to school 
actually fainted from want of food, that 
if a bit of dry bread were thrown to 
school children they would scramble for 
it and devour it ravenously like famished 
animals, and if I were assured by the 
clergy and representative men that the 
Government had not taken sufficient 
steps, and if I received these assurances 
from men upon whose word and upon 
whose credit I felt I could rely, and if 
still the Government refused to take any 
steps, I would most undoubtedly advise 
these people that their only chance of 
getting relief, or of awakening the 
Government to their proper sense of duty, 
was that the period of peace upon which 
we are congratulated so much in Ireland, 
but which brings so little reward in re- 
turn, should be broken, and that the 
people in danger of starvation should, as 
far as they could, take the law into their 
own hands. The right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary knows 
enough of the history of Ireland to know 
that we have learned, by bitter experi- 
ence in the past, that, be it a miserable 
dole for the relief of distress, such as the 
distress which now exists, be it an Act of 
Parliament for the preservation of people 
in their homes and in the possession of 
their property, not one single bit of 
relief, not one single line of Statute 
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have we got in Ireland, until the peace 
was first broken, and until, by riot, tur- 
moil, and disorder, the Government were 
aroused to a recognition of the serious- 
ness of the situation. I do not know 
what the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary’s. personal feelings 
are, and I care less. He is to me an 
official of a system which I despise and 
hate in Ireland, and against which I 
have protested for 15 years; and I say 
this, that if any disturbance does take 
place in Ireland, or if deaths from actual 
starvation should take place—and many 
have taken place from partial star- 
vation and from consuming food unfit 
for human diet—I place the responsi- 
bility upon the head of the Member for 
Central Leeds, who in Ireland arrogates 
to himself the right of overriding the 
nation and the Irish Members, and 
also upon the head of the British 
nobleman who is sent over to Dublin 
to play at being kings and queens. 
The right honourable Gentleman says 
that there has been exaggeration, but 
there has been no exaggeration on my 
part in this matter. [Laughter.| The 
right honourable Gentleman laughs at 


that, but I defy him to point to a single 
statement that I have made with refer- 
ence to the distress in Ireland that has 


been exaggerated. I go not one bit 
further in my statement than the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Trinity College, Dublin, did this after- 
noon, and he is a consistent supporter of 
the Unionist Party and the Unionist rule 
in Ireland, under which some of us on 
these benches have suffered hard knocks. 
He said there had been exaggeration, and 
I admit there may have been. He said 
that there was exceptional distress in 
Treland, and I go no further. He said 
that there was room for further effort 
on the part of the Government to cope 
with that distress, and I go no further. 
T say that there is room, and much room, 
for further action on the part of the 
Government to meet the distress which 
is exceptional and undeniable, and which 
Conservative Members from Ireland as 
well as Nationalist Members admit. 
That is the situation. There is distress, 
and it cannot be denied. The question 
is, have the Government taken sufficient 
means to meet that distress? We say— 
both Conservatives and Nationalists— 
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that they have not. The right honour. 
able Gentleman, backed up by his offi- 
cial reports, says they have. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


hear ! 


Hear, 


Mr. W. REDMOND: The right 
honourable Gentleman says, “Hear, hear !” 
He evidently does not agree with the 
honourable Member for Trinity College 
and the honourable Member for South 
Dublin. He thinks that the Government 
have done, at the present moment, all 
that they ought to do, or that it is neces- 
sary that they should do. That is the 
position of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary. I conclude by 
the suggestion once 
which I have several times made, 
We cannot agree on the point. 
The right honourable Gentleman and his 
officials contend that quite sufficient has 
been done to cope with this distress. 
We in Ireland, and our friends, Tory 
as well as Nationalist, do not agree with 
him. We say that the Government have 
not done, and are not doing, what they 
should do to cope with this distress. Then 
how is the point to be settled! I say it 
again, and I ask for an answer, and if 
the answer is in the affirmative I will 
ask for a reason why my suggestion is 
not acted upon. I ask him, will he 
appoint from Members of this House, or 
from the outside public, a small body 
of honourable gentlemen who will go 
and visit these districts with perfectly 
open minds, and then ask them whether 
they agree with the Member for Trinity 
College and the Home Rule Members 
that the Government have not done suffi- 
cient? After that ask them whether they 
agree that there is no room for further 
effort on the part of the Government 
to relieve distress. Will the right 
honourable Gentleman appoint such a 
Commission? Will he ask them to report? 
And, if he does not, then I ask him by 
what right he or anybody else dares to 
say that the representatives of the 
majority of the Irish pecple are guilty 
of misrepresentation, amounting to lying, 
and asking for money when it is reported 
to the House that there is no necessity 
for it? Mr. Ellis, I must say that there 
are no occasions that come within my 
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experience in this House on which I 
suffer personally so much humiliation 
as upon occasions such as these; and, 
after all, what are we doing? We are 
nine-tenths of the representatives of the 
people of our country, and we are here 
practically begging of English Members 
of Parliament for a few thousand pounds. 
Two or three days ago. we all sat and 
listened to the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer unfolding his Budgpt, the most 
wonderful Budget, perhaps, that any coun- 
try at any time in the world ever had. 
There was £63,000,000 for British iron- 
clads, upon which Irishmen are sent to 
gaol if they wear a bit of shamrock, 
£63,000,000 for British ironclads and 
for the British Army, and here we are, 
the whole of the representatives for Ire- 
land, practically on our knees begging 
for a few thousand pounds, and it is 
refused to us because the right honour- 
able Gentleman’s well-paid officials in 
Treland do not believe what the parish 
priest tells them, that the people are 
knocking at his door and asking for food. 
The Member for East Mayo told us of one 
case, where he said that while a letter 
he got was being written there were 200 
persons outside the door clamouring for 
food. Of course, according to the views 
of the Government officials, the man who 
wrote that letter was o liar; and, 
of course, we are guilty of mis 
representation because we choose to 
believe what he says. Really, of 
course there is no distress there, and we 
are refused this because the right 
honourable Gentleman chooses to believe 
the Local Government Board inspectors, 
the police officers, and the various 
officials of Dublin Castle before he will 
believe nine-tenths of the Irish Members, 
including the Tory Members for Trinity 
College, Dublin, and the Member for 
South Dublin, who say that there is 
need for relief. And vet Irishmen are 
asked to be loyal! And when in Ireland 
sometimes a military band strikes up 
“God Save the Queen,” and we don’t 
take off our hats and shout ourselves 
hoarse, we are called disloyal and 
traitors. Well, as far as T am concerned, 


I am perfectly prepared to own that if 
you look at it in that way I am dis- 
loyal and IT am a traitor, because I never 
will, nor will any true Irishman with 


any self-respect, ever be content with the 
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system of rule which compels our unfor- 
tunate country to pay her share—and her 
too big share—of your £63,000,000 for 
your Army and Navy, and still, when the 
Irish Members come here and, almost 
to a man, ask for a few thousand pounds 
of what is practically their own money, 
to relieve distress, it is refused. Well, 
from one point of view, Mr. Ellis, I 
cannot say that I am sorry for them. We 
hear sometimes that the feelings of Irish 
nationality are dying out. We hear some- 
times that the day is approaching when 
Britons and Irishmen will be brothers, 
and that the national distinctions and 
barriers are passing away. Well, any- 
one who knows Ireland knows that there 
is not much prospect of that ; but anyone, 
even in England, may thoroughly under- 
stand that as long as we are treated as we 
are treated here to-night over this ques- 
tion of distress, there is not much chance 
of the mass of the Irish people ever 
forgetting the system under which they 
are governed ; for that system is respoa- 
sible for the ruin, poverty, and degra- 
dation of the Irish people. The honour. 
able and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for North Armagh, who is opposed to us 
in. politics, is not like some of the honour- 
able Gentlemen opposite who refuse to 
acknowledge their Irish colleagues, but 
he is a patriotic Irishman in the sense 
that he is proud of Ireland. He made a 
speech to-night, with every word of which 
I agree, with reference to the Congested 
Districts Board, and he said it had been 
starved. Unquestionably it has, like 
everything else in Ireland, almost 
been starved. But does he recognise that 
what we are here for to-night is not the 
question of whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board in future should get more 
money or less money—lI hope it may get 
more, because it is the only board which 
is of any service in Ireland to the Irish 
people—that is not the question at all. 
The Chief Secretary agrees that this 
board should have more money. The 
honourable and gallant Member agrees 
with me that that is not a pressing ques- 
tion. The question is, is it a fact that 
there are a certain number of people in 
Ireland actually in want of food at the 
present time? If that can be proved to 
be the case, is there a man in this Housa 
who will say that we are not entitled and 


justified and right in standing here to 
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protest as loudly and as strongly as we 
can against the refusal of the Govern- 
ment? Our point is that their reports do 
not agree with our information. The 
Government rely on their officials; we 
rely on ourselves. Could anything be 
clearer? Could anything be more straight- 
forward or honourable than to suggest 
that an impartial deputation should be 
sent to visit these districts! And, if they 
hold that something should be done, let 
their report be acted upon in this House. 
That is my suggestion to the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary. Of course, it is a suggestion which 
will not receive from him much con- 
sideration, coming as it does from only 
a@ Home Rule Member of Parliament; 
but [ would appeal to the honourable 
Gentlemen opposite who are thick ani 
thin supporters of the Government, and 
I ask them to seriously consider the sug- 
gestion I have made. We have had five 
or six Debates already on the distress in 
Ireland. We have had over and over 
again these complaints from Irelani 
made, and we have had the same answers 
by the Government. Surely everyone ci! 
us must be getting tired of these Debates 


with respect to distress in Ireland. 
Either our statements are right 


or they are wrong. Surely you do not 
want to be under the necessity of havinz 
fresh Debates. Why not put an end to 
the matter once and for all by appointing 
a Commission? Let them search and 
inquire and take evidence at once; and 
if they do I am perfectly convinced 
that it will be proved that the Irish 
Members have not been guilty of exag- 
geration, but that they have been doing 
what is simply their duty to their country. 
And this appeal, be it remembered, is 
not for English money, for, after all, it 
is simply for the return of a small amount 
of that money which the Royal Com- 
missioners appointed by Her Majesty the 
Queen declared in their report had been 
taken from Ireland for the last fifty 
years, being far over and above her 


proper contribution to the Imperial 
revenues of this country. 
Mr. FLAVIN: It is not my 


intention to speak at any length before 
the Committee to-night, but representing 
I do a constituency in one of 
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the poorest counties in Ireland, I feet 
it my duty to bring before the Chief 
Secretary the condition of several 
portions of that county. The right 
honourable Gentleman, in his reply in the 
earlier portion of the Debate, stated that 
he had received no applications from 
boards of guardians for relief works. I 
am personally aware that at least two 
unions in the county—Cahirciveen and 
Kenmare—have appealed to this House 
to open relief works in those unions, and 
the invariable answer of the Chief Secre- 
tary was: “We will open relief works on 
the distinct understanding that you will 
contribute to them.” The only condition 
we required was—what amount of money 
do the Local Government Board require 
us to contribute? The offer originally 
was from 9s. to 10s. in the £, but the 
ofier of the Local Government Board was 
such that it would mean an increased 
rate on practically a pauperised union. 
In my opinion, if the guardians of these 
unions could feel that their contribution 
would be merely nominal, they would 
guarantee it, but the Chief Secre- 
tary refused to say what amount the 
guardians would have to contribute. I 
believe it was the bounden duty of the 
Government, when they knew that dis- 
tress existed—I think it was the duty of 
the Chief Secretary to say what amount 
he was prepared to contribute. As early 
as last December, as the right honour- 
able Gentleman knows, the death of a 
man was investigated by a coroner’s jury, 
and the verdict was that death was 
accelerated by starvation. His name was 
supplied to the Local Government Board 
inspector, and no reply was made, 
although the sworn evidence was that 
he had lived on Indian meal since last 
December. The people got potatoes for 
seed from the union, but they had to 
eat portions of them in order to sustain 
life. Take that case—you had a man ill 
for months, and the sworn testimony was 
that he had no diet except Indian meal 
and water. 








I say that is a strong case 
where the Local Government Board have 
neglected to attend to their duties. In 
these poor unions I say that the average 
rate is from 8s. to 10s. in the £. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
poor rate. 


It is not 
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Mr. FLAVIN: The tenant has to 
pay it, so it is immaterial. I repeat, 
when the average rate was from 8s. to 
10s. in the £, when both unions were in 
debt, when representations were made by 
landlords and tenants alike that great 
distress prevailed, nothing has been done 
to relieve it. With regard to fever in 
Drummond, about which the Rev. Mr. 
Fahy wrote a letter which has been 
alluded to, the honourable Gentleman 
said that the attention of the Local 
Government Board inspector had been 
directed to it, and the reply was to the 
effect that he questioned the accuracy of 
the statements of the Rev. Mr. Fahy. 
There were five cases of fever in that very 
district, and I state that on the authority 
of the Catholic curate, the Rev. John 
Connor, whose evidence should be relied 
upon. He knows who suffers from fever 
and who does not, and we all know that 
a Local Government inspector will not 
enter a house where there is fear of 
contagion. Colonel Kirkwood, who was 
sent to this district, actually met a man 
whe could have given him evidence of 
disease existing at the time, but he 
merely bade him good day and walked 
on. The right honourable Gentleman 
cannot place reliance wpon such evidence 


from a man who does not reside in 
Treland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: He does 


reside in Ireland. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman say in what part of Ire- 
land he resides? I have resided in Kerry 
for 25 years, and I never heard of him. 
The information is generally given by the 
permanent officials in Dublin Castle. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member who has just spoken 
asserted that this information was 
received by me from _ gentlemen 
habitually in Dublin. It was received 
from the Local Government Board 
inspector who resides in the district. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I did state that this 
information was given by Colonel Kirk- 
wood, and that this evidence is usually 
supplied by the Local Government Board 
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officials who live in Dublin, for the 
simple reason that I do not know where 
Colonel Kirkwood resides. Most of the 
inspectors reside in Dublin—certainly 
they do not reside in Kerry. My point 
is, is the evidence of the Local Govern- 
ment Board reliable, and is the evidence 
of Father Fahy, who has declared that he 
knows of fever in the district, not to be 
believed? Which evidence is the most 
reliable? I have not the honour of 
knowing Father Fahy, but I certainly say 
that I prefer to accept the evidence of a 
man who lives in the district, and who 
has the best right to know whether 
or not the statements are correct. 
I do not know whether the Committee is 
aware of it, but in case they are not I will 
state it myself. In 19 cases out of zJ 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
has quoted with regard to this distress 
he has no personal knowledge whatever. 
He simply receives a report, and takes 
it for granted that it is correct, and the 
Irish Members of this House, as repre- 
sentatives of their constituencies, will be 
told that there is no proof of distress in 
the statements they have made, or in 
the letters written by reverend gentle- 
men, whether they be Protestant or 
Catholic. Take the case of the Island of 
Valentia. A question was asked with 
regard to the distress prevailing in that 
island, and the answer of the Chief Secre- 
tary was that he had seen a newspaper 
report with regard to the distress in 
that island, and that Valentia had been 
visited by the inspector of the Local 
Government Board. That question was 
asked on the 6th May. Would the Chief 
Secretary be greatly surprised if I stated 
here that the Local Government Board 
inspector has not visited the island for 
the last month, at least? This gentle 
man says, “I have visited Valentia.” 
The object of my question was to draw 
attention to the letter to which I have 
referred, and ask the right honourable 
Gentleman whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector would call on the 
further cases, and see whether the state- 
ments in the letter of this reverend 
gentleman were correct, and this gentle- 
aar, of whose intimate knowledge of 
Kerry we have heard so much, did not © 
even think it necessary to visit the 
district and verify or deny the state 
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ments contained in that letter. J would 
just like to bring before the Committee 
the particular district of Sneem, of which 
I believe the honourable and gallant 
Member for Great Yarmouth has a 
personal knowledge. I find, from a 
newspaper report, that a school teacher 
there says that 130 children are actually 
in want of food. What action has the 
Local Government Beard taken, not only 
with regard to that district, but 
with regard to Caumere, whose board of 
guardians have made complaint as to the 
distress there! The Local Government 
Board has done nothing with regard to 
the distress in those districts. I have 
made appeal upon appeal to the Chief 
Secretary on behalf of these unions, and 
nothing has been done. No doubt he 
will say they ought to have relief works, 
and the only condition is, what contribu- 
tion the people are to pay. Why, in and 
around Sneem you wiil not find an acre 
cf decent ground, it is all solid rock ; 
there are no fields of good land. They 
are merely round patches which you see 
upon the mountain side, up to which has 
been carried the soil of which they are 
composed. It is impossible to ask these 
men, whose only property is the little 
cow which is browsing up the mountain 
side, to make any contribution at all 
to relief works. What is the Government 
going to do! What is the Local Govern- 
ment Board going to do? So long as I 
represent Kerry I will raise my voice on 
the question of distress, not in any Party 
spirit, not from any religious standpoint, 
but where I know a man is distressed, 
whether he be Protestant or Catholic, I 
will raise my voice, not to appeal to the 
Government—of appeals we have had 
enough—but to insist that the Govern- 
ment shall step in and do their duty. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: 
of the greatest importance that in deal- 


I acknowledge it is 


ing with distress in Galway, Mayo, or 
Kerry Committee should have 
accurate information. I noticed that the 
Chief Secretary said that Colonel Kirk- 
wood, the Local Government Board’s 
inspector, who was sent down to hold 


the 


these investigations in Castle Dene and 
other places, resided in the district, and 
therefore, owing to that fact, had special 


Mr. Flavin. 
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knowledge of the people of the district. 
Now, Sir, I am not aware, nor anybody 
else, so far as I know, including the Chief 
Secretary himself, that Colonel Kirkwood 
ever had a residence in county Kerry. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Colonel 
Kirkwood, as inspector of the Local 
Government Board, has @ district assigned 
to him, and has a residence in his 
district. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Oh, yes; he resides 
in his district, but he resides 40 miles 
away from Castle Dene, and it would 
be far easier to get to Dublin from 
where he is than to get to that place. 
Colonel Kirkwood is about the last, 
judging by his antecedents, that anybody 
in Ireland would take to be a good judge 
in matters relating to the condition of 
the peasantry of Ireland. 


An HONOURABLE MemBer: Why? 


Mr. 


you. 


KILBRIDE: Why? I will tell 
Colonel Kirkwood was specially 
chosen by the Chief Secretary of the day 
to go down to Coleraine and administer 
the affairs of that union. He resided in 
Roscommon, and was the most notorious 
landlord in the west of Ireland. He was 
a man that nobody would ever accuse of 
having any popular sympathy; on the 
contrary, everybody knew that he was 


chosen because he had no sympathy with 
the people. Ichallenge anybody to get up 
in his place and deny the fact ; and if any 
honourable Gentleman opposite can state 


the contrary I shall be happy to hearit. I 
am aware that this distress does not 
prevail everywhere, but it ill becomes an 
Irish Member who is not an Irishman to 
jeer at Irishmen when they try to do 
their best. The Chief Secretary has 
made no reply to the statement in the 
previous portion of this Debate, when 
excerpts from resolutions passed by 
several boards of guardians were brought 
under his notice. Now, these resolutions 
declared that until the guardians know 
the amount of relief they may expect in 
these distressed unions from the Govern- 
ment they will refuse to put the sugges- 
tion of the Chief Secretary into force. 
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We have had no intimation from the right 
honourable Gentleman as to the amount 
of monetary relief the Government are 
prepared to give to any one of these 
unions, provided that the condition that 
they locally subscribe one-fourth is com- 
plied with. The effect of the notice of 
Motion handed in the other day by Colonel 
Buchanan to the Westport Union will 
be that the Westport Board will refuse 
to enforce relief works in the district. 
Why! Because the union will become 
bankrupt. These tenant farmers are in a 
state of chronic poverty and distress, and 
if they contribute to these relief works 
they will be placed in a chronic condition 
of poverty, and unable to meet their 
future engagements. I should like to 
know what does he intend to do for the 
Westport Union in the future? What 
does he intend to do in Cahirciveen! 
The electoral divisions that will be bound 
to come to the relief of the more poverty- 
stricken parts are not in a financial posi- 
tion to bear a more heavy burden than 
they already bear. It has been stated 
ever and over again that the county cess 
and poor rates and railway guarantees 
are 10s. in the £ at Cahirciveen and 
Sneem. The extraordinary thing is that 
the predecessor of the right honourable 
Gentleman when he granted a large sum 
for the purpose of relieving distress and 
carrying out a very necessary railway 
extension in Cork gave £110,000 for a 
free grant. There was a_ baronial 
guarantee in one case of about £80,000 
and another for about £40,000. Not- 
withstanding the large amount of money 
given, the impoverished condition of the 
people is largely due to the baronial 
guarantee. I think I am right in saying 
that the cess in one of these baronies 
amounts to 2s. 8d. in the £, because of 
the baronial guarantee. That is one of 
the results of what has been done by the 
right honourable Gentleman’s predecessor 
towards the relief of the distress in 
Kerry. Doles either given by way of 
public works, or doles given, as they are 
now being given, through the agency of 
the poor law unions will not permanently 
relieve the distress in Kerry or in thc 
west of Ireland. If the right honourable 
Gentleman is desirous to put an end to 


these periodical famines and distress in 
Ireland, the best thing he could do is to 
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take into his serious consideration the 


suggestion of the right honourable Gentle- 


man the Member for South Dublin. 


*Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 

mouth): The honourable Member for 
Kerry has alluded once or 
twice to my knowledge of that dis- 
trict, and 1 feel called upon to trouble 
the House with a few observations. 
I had no intention of intervening in this 
Debate, but as honourable Members have 
said that the whole question is one not 
of argument but of fact, I desire to say 
a few words. In the first place, I 
would call attention to these two unions 
in South Kerry that are adduced as 
crying instances of a gross injustice per- 
petrated by the Chief Secretary. The 
honourable Member who has _ brought 
them forward belongs to North Kerry. 
Ii the deporable state of things in the 
two unions in South Kerry is such as 
is pictured by the honourable Member 
for North Kerry, I want to know why the 
honourable Member for South Kerry is 
not here. 


Mr. DILLON: I think that is an ex- 
tremely unfair and uncivil remark. The 
honourable Member for South Kerry is 
unwell. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: I avpeal to Members 
of this House; if their constituencies 
were in such a deplorable condition 





Mr. DILLON: He has no right to be 


uncivil. 


*Sin J. COLOMB: 
say anything unfair. 


I did not wish to 


Mr. DILLON: You have no right to 
be uncivil. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, W.): 
You talk about absentee landlords, but 
what about absentee Members? 


Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid): Shut up! 
[Cries of “Order!” 


Tut DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
warn the henourable Member for Mid 
Cork that his disorderly interruptions 
cannvi be permitted. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: He spends his money 
in Yarmouth, and will not give a penny 
to his own country. 


*Sm J. COLOMB: I assure the Com- 
mittee I have no wish to say anything 
unfair or anything unreasonable, but I 
say that if a constituency is in the con- 
dition pictured by the honourable Mem- 
ber, and it was necessary to make an 
appeal to the House, it was the Member’s 
business to do it, and I want to know 





Mr. DILLON: I say it is most uncivil. 


Mr. FLAVIN: On a point of order, 
Mr. Chairman 





Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! I must ask the honourable Mem- 
ber not to interrupt. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: I rise to a point of 


order. [Interruption, and cries of 
“ Order !”’} 
Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 


order! Does the honourable Gentleman 
rise to a point of order? 


Mr. KILBRIDE: I do. I beg to say 
that I have been in communication with 
these people in South Kerry, and they 
have asked me, in the absence of their 
Member, to do what I could on their 
behalf. 


Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That 


is not a point of order. 


*Smr J. COLOMB: I really had no wish 
to import any heat into this Debate. 
To come to the facts of the case, I would 
remind the House that I speak for the 
reason that I have been referred to as 
knowing one of the unions of the district 
—Kenmare. That being so, I claim 
to be allowed to lay before the House the 
facts of the union as I see them. It 
has been observed by the honourable 
Member for North Kerry that both these 
unions are in debt. So they are. But 
why are they in debt?’ They have been 
steadily going into debt for years. It 
has been pointed out to the Kenmare 
guardians that thev would get into debt 
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if they persisted in the policy they were 
pursuing. The real truth is that the 
debt now weighing upon them is not 
caused by exceptional distress. It has 
been caused by a persistent course of 
folly in the administration of the union, 
It has been caused by the too good- 
natured element in the Irish character, 
The rate collectors neglect their duty, 
and the result has been that the 
rates have not been punctually and 


properly collected. The fact of tho 
unions being in debt is not so 
much due to the poverty of those 


unions as to the circumstance that the 
elected guardians cannot make the col- 
lectors do their duty, and the conse 
quence is that the rates are not properly 
collected. If the guardians had had the 
ordinary backbone of Englishmen or 
Scotchmen, the collectors would have 
been sent about their business long ago, 
and these unions would not now be in 
debt. I may mention another fact. I 
had the honour to represent for six years 
a division in the East of London—the 
Division of Bow and Bromley in the 
Tower Hamlets; and residing as I do 
in Kerry, in the union of Kenmare, and 
spending as much time there every year 
as my public duties elsewhere permit me 
to do, I can say this, that I saw more 
distress, a great deal more distress, more 
pinch, more want, in the single con- 
stituency of Bow and Bromley than I 
have ever seen in the whole union of 
Kenmare. And again, if I take my 
present constituency of Great Yarmouth, 
I can say there are cases of congestion 
and distress in parts of it as great as, or 
even greater than, in the union of Ken- 
mare. These are facts, and Members of 
this House may take them for what they 
are worth. I state them on my own 
authority, and I think they are worth 
considering, so that these claims and 
representations as to terrific distress in 
Kerry may be dealt with and appraised 
and carefully understood by this House. 
Now, Sir, another point I wish to notice 
has reference to what was said about 
Colonel Kirkwood. Colonel Kirkwood 
has a district comprising many unions, 
and he lives in a part of the district 
from which he can, by means of railway 
communication, most easily and most 
readily inspect the unions under his 
charge. I will say this, speaking from 
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my own personal knowledge——[inter- 
ruption. | 


Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
seriously warn the honourable Member 
for Mid Cork not to persist in these 
interruptions. 


*Si J. COLOMB: I am speaking from 
my own personal knowledge of discus- 
sions at boards of guardians, when I 
have been present with Colonel Kirk- 
wood, who is a fair-minded and admir- 
able inspector, and whenever any cases 
of distress have been brought to his 
notice. he has always taken great pains 
to investigate them personally. He is 
not a personal friend of mine, but I 
speak from the communications I have 
had with him as one of the guardians of 
the union, and it is not true to suggest 
that Colonel Kirkwood is any other than 
a straightforward, painstaking, and 
honourable officer. 


Mr. FLAVIN: On a point of order, 
I would like to know what is the position 
of the honourable Member for Great 
Yarmouth in regard to disproving the 
statements that have been made. 


Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: 


order ! 


Order, 
That is not a point of order. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Sir, I do not wish to 
enter into a dispute, but I do say that 
I constantly .resided, so far as my 
public duties would permit, in that dis- 
trict now for something like 28 years, 
and when I am in the district I hardly 
ever lose an opportunity of attending 
the meetings of the board of guardians. 
That being so, I claim to have a right 
to tell Members on both sides of the 
House what are, to my mind, the true 
facts of the case. Well, now, I come to 
another point. It has been stated that 
the Local Government Board’ neglect 
their duty. I think that is true, but I 
will tell you why. I think it is true 
because the Local Government Board 
have been too lenient towards the guar- 
dians in some unions whom they should 
long ago have discharged under sealed 
orders for mismanaging the finances. 
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But if you tell me the Local Government 
Board neglects its duty in not paying 
sufficient or careful attention to any 
cases of want or distress, then I say I do 
not think it is at all true from my ex- 
perience. On the contrary, owing to the 
circumstance that honourable Members 
—and I give them credit for their readi- 
ness to do so—bring any case, no matter 
what it is, before this House on so-called 
questions of distress, and so put pressure 
on the Local Government Board, I think 
the Local Government Board is almost 
too ready to accept the popular view. 
But, as I have said, I do know that 
within the last year Colonel Kirkwood 
has personally taken the greatest trouble 
to investigate these cases for himself. 
Sir, it is nothing new for boards of 
guardians to pass resolutions stating 
that extreme distress exists in the dis- 
tricts under their jurisdiction. Why, 
Sir, every year, as long as I can remem- 
ber, at certain periods, the Kenmare 
Board of Guardians have passed reso- 
lutions calling upon the Government to 
step in and relieve the destitution and 
distress which comes every year, and 
also calling upon the landlords to reduce 
their rents. And I will tell the House 
this. I remember, I think it was the 
year before last, one of these resolutions 
was passed which was rather stronger 
in its terms than usual. It pictured a 
most frightful state of things as existing, 
but not a single member of the board 
could show that it was justified, and I 
protested, as I always do, against pass- 
ing abstract resolutions of that sort. But 
on this occasion I thought I would try 
how far this desire to appeal for help 
would go. This resolution, picturing 
such a frightful state of misery and dis- 
tress, finished up by calling on the land- 
lords either to forego or to enormously 
reduce their rents. I said, ‘“ Gentlemen, 
this is a frightful picture that you are 
drawing of this district.” They admitted 
that it was. “Then,” I said, “it is a 
great thing to be unanimous, and there 
fore I propose that in addition to this 
appeal to the landlords to reduce their 
rents, in consequence of this state of 
things, you should also put in an appeal 
to the shopkeepers to reduce their prices, 
and to the publicans also to reduce the 
prices of whisky and porter.” And 
with the greatest readiness and good 
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nature, and with all that unanimity 
to which we attach so much 
importance, they accepted that proposal. 
Yhose who know Ireland know per- 
fectly well how easily captivated Irish- 
men are by forms of words, and how 
their imagination is always ready to 
paint a picture of the terrible distress 
resulting from the horrible conduct of 
the British Government. It lends itself 
to the picturesque. With regard to the 
present position, the Government are 
willing to open relief works, provided 
they have certain guarantees, and what 
more can they do? My experience of 
relief works is that they have never pro- 
duced the relief expected of them, but 
that the money intended to afford relief 
has only tended to demoralise the people, 
and given opportunities for jobbery, 
while the really distressed people never 
got any benefit at all. Therefore [ am 
thankful to the Government—and I am 
speaking not as a party man, but as a 
man who desires to see the country 
prosper—for I believe the Chief Secre- 
tary and the Government are pursuing a 
wise and proper policy in this matter. I 
will not follow the honourable Member 
for North Kerry into his description oi 
the union in which I reside, but anybody 
travelling through that district might 
form an opinion that would hardly be 
justified by the actual facts of the case. 
It is quite true that it is a country of 
mountains, and that there is not very 
much flat land, cultivated fields being 
very small ; but what is also true is that 
behind these little plots the ground falls 
into hills and hollows. There are large 
stretches of mountain, and you will see 
a cabin on what appears to be a very 
small holding, and ordinarily you would 
think it was a miserable position; but 
behind it there may be acres and acres 
of excellent mountain pasture. It is 
certainly astonishing to me, and it 
says much for the industry of the 
people, that they are able to stock 
these mountain holdings, and do 
well that they are able to dower their 
daughters in many cases. But the people 
who have very small holdings and large 
families must be in want and distress on 
the slightest failure of the potato crop, 


sO 


and I am not denying that there are 
cases of great distress. 
Str J. Colomb, 


The point I wish 
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to make is this: the policy of the Govern- 
ment in offering to undertake this work, 
taken in conjunction with the fact that 
the boards of guardians have refused to 
do it, is, to my mind, something that 
throws a doubt upon the reality of the 
extent of the distress, and I think it 
emphasises the extreme value of clause 
12 in the Local Government Bill. Now 
the honourable Member for North Kerry 
appealed to me as to the rating, and I 
interrupted him because I thought he 
had made a mistake. In some districts, 
it is true, the poor rates and the county 
cess together came to about 9s. i0s. 
in the £, but do not sorget that next 
year half of that is going to be paid ‘y 
the Government. 


or 


Mr. FLAVIN: And they will have 


also to support all the poor people. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Although these rates 
are so high this year, under the policy 
of the Government they will not be so 
Now, Sir, I have 
detained the Committee some time, but 


high next year. 


I felt it my duty thus far to intervene 
in the Debate. 
more point. 


I will only refer to one 
When the honourable Mem- 
ber opposite talks of there being 130 
children in one school without food, I 
tell him that if he will go down to my 


old constituency of Bow and Bromley, or 
any other division of the East End of 
London, he will find in the schools of 


those districts many poor children who 


are also in want of food. In my 


present there many 


We 


regard 


constituency are 


pinched by want. need to have 
to these 
We want a little more cold- 
blooded common sense. There is no 
doubt that these congested districts in 
Ireland are a problem which it will take 
some time to solve, and I am thankful 
that this Government—not this particu- 
lar Government, but this Party—eight or 
nine years ago, grappled with tlie sub- 
ject of the congested districts by creating 
a Board which, by its general work and 
steady attention to the question, is more 
likely to permanently solve it than all 
the theatrical display in this House. 


some perspective in 


questions. 
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Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara) : Sir, at this late hour I 
shall not tax the patience of the Com- 
mittee except for a very few moments. 
The honourable and gallant Gentleman 
(Colonel Colomb) who has just sat down 
has raised the temper and indignation of 
my colleagues by his allusion to the 
absence of the honourable Member for 
South Kerry (Mr. T. J. Farrell), who, he 
declared, should be in his place in this 
House to speak of the distress in his con- 
stituency, which distress the gallant 
Member for Great Grimsby denies ; but 
I may be permitted to point out that the 
honourable Member for South Kerry is 
absent from this Debate because of 
serious illness, and it is well known to 
my honourable Friend that his wife is in 
a dying condition. Under those circum- 
stances, Sir, it is no wonder that we, 
on these Benches, resent the indecent 
and impertinent observations of the 
honourable Gentleman. Now, Sir, deal- 
ing with the question before the Com- 
mittee—the reduction of the Chief Secre- 
tary’s salary—I gladly support that 
reduction. We are charged on these 
benches with having made gross personal 
attacks on the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary. I am_ not 
aware, Sir, that any such attacks have 
been made upon him, although I have 
listened to the greater part of this 
Debate. I am quite sure, Sir, that not a 
single Irish Member bears any personal 
ill-feeling to the right honourable Gentle- 
man. But, Sir, we have attacked, and 
shall continue to attack, the policy of 
the Chief Secretary, and in doing so we 
are only fulfilling our duty to our coun- 
try and to our constituencies. We con- 
demn and we denounce the policy and 
the method of the right honourable Gen- 
tleman in dealing with the distress in 
the west of Ireland—distress which is 
now universally admitted. What are our 
charges against the right honourable 
Gentleman? In the first place I charge 


potato crop, when declarations of that 
failure were made by bishops, priests, 
boards of guardians, and by some of the 
leading journals in this country. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I never 
denied there was a failure of the crops. 
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Mr. O'MALLEY: The right honour- 
able Gentleman declares that he never 
denied the failure! Well, Sir, his Lord 
Lieutenant denied it, and in doing so 
prevented our friends in America and 
elsewhere from coming to the rescue, at 
the proper time, of our poor people. And 
I will go further and say that the right 
honourable Gentleman in some of his 
letters to myself showed his disbelief 
in the failure of the crops; and, ati all 
events, I maintain that he denied it 
as long as he could, and when he could 
no longer deny it he did his best to 
Why, 
Sir, do we not all remember when this 
question of distress was raised in the 
Debate on the Address at the opening of 
the Sessioa kow the right honourable 
Gentleman tried to discount the state- 
ments made by Professor Long in the 
columns of the Manchester Guardian, and 
wo also remember his ingenuity in trying 
to prove that all the statements made by 
guardians and others were gross exag- 
gerations, or actual misrepresentations. 
We have seen, Sir, how the right honour- 
able Gentleman first denied the distress, 
then how he endeavoured to minimise it 
when he could no longer with decency 
deny it. And now, Sir, my third charge 
against him is, that his method of dealing 
with the distress is wrong, mean, 
pettifogzing and contemptible. The 
right honourable Gentleman, in_ his 
speech to-night, referred to certain per- 
sons in the Clifden Union who made ap- 
plication for relief when it was found 
that they were the owners of some cattle 
and sheep. My honourable Friend the 
Member for North Galway, Mr. Kilbride, 
has disposed of that argument, and it is 
only necessary for me to repeat what he 
has told the Committee, namely, that it 
is quite possible that a man may have 
a few head of cattle and some sheep, and 
still be a proper subject for relief. At 


minimise it as far as possible. 


ithis time of the year it is almost im- 
him with denying the failure of the} 


possible for a man in the western dis- 
tricts to dispose of his little stock except 
at a sacrifice which might result in his 
utter ruin; and, Sir, I venture to think 
that if the actual condition of these per- 
sons, whose names the Chief Secretary 
read out, were known, it would be found 
that they were in an actual condition of 
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misery and bankruptcy—owing rent to 
the landlord, money to the shopkeepers, 
and without food or credit. And here, 
again, Sir, we have the Chief Secretary 
using his ability and his talents in 
throwing discredit on these poor people, 
and trying to prove that the whole thing 
is a fraud and a sham. I am not in a 
position, Sir, to say that the statements 
made by the right honourable Gentle- 
man are false. It may be quite true 
that those persons applied for relief 
when they really did not want it badly, 
and I have no sympathy with any such 
individuals. But, Sir, we are all aware 
of the demoralising effects of these 
methods of relief, and we deplore this 
necessity. Of course it is inevitable 
that you will meet with cases of exagger- 
ation and deception. But what I com- 
plain of is, that the right honourable 
Gentleman takes hold of these cases and 
turns them to the best account against 
these poor people, who are admittedly 
in a condition of misery and starvation. 
I shall not detain the Committee much 
longer, but I should like to bring under 
its notice a statement made by the Rev. 
Father Brett, of Carna, Connemara, in 
the columns of the Freeman’s Journal, 
on the 6th inst. If the statements in 
that letter are true—and I take for 
granted that they are, although, of 
course, I am not in a position to vouch 
for their accuracy—lI venture to say that 
they constitute a most eloquent condem- 
nation of the right honourable Gentle- 
man’s method of relieving the distress 
in Connemara. Father Brett writes— 


“On Sunday last I was called to adminis- 
ter the Last Sacraments to a dying woman, 
Mrs. Conneally, in the village of Kylsalia. 1 
can never forget what I saw on that occasion. 
The day was wet, and the rain was pouring 
through the almost roofless habitation. A 
comparatively young woman lay moaning and 
struggling on a bundle of straw strewn on the 
cold, wet, earthen floor. The dying woman 
was looking vacantly at her five children 
gathered round her. Evidently she was pain- 
fully musing over the terrible misery which 
would soon overtake them. The eldest was a 
daughter of about eleven, and the youngest a 
son of only two years of age. After I had per- 
formed my religious duty I put some questions, 
from which I learned that there was neither 
money, food, clothing, nor anything else of 
that description within that wretched home. 
‘Ah, Father Brett,’ said she, ‘my poor hus- 
band is dead but a few days, and I beiieve | 
shall now share his same fate. We haven’t 
a bit of anything in this world to-day to feed 


Mr. O'Malley. 
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us. We were getting a few shillings outdoor 
relief, but tis short it would stand seven of us,’ 
I sent one of the neighbours immediately to 
Mrs. Cook’s, Kilkerrin, for a bag of flour, one 
~— of tea, and one stone of sugar, and then 

came away satisfied that I had brought com- 
fort to that pitiful hovel. But I have just 
learned that the poor woman died that very 
same night. Alas! for her relief had come too 
late.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY: What is 
the date of that letter? 


Mr. O'MALLEY: It is dated the Ist 
May, and appeared in the Freeman of 
the 6th May. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 


inquire into the case. 


Mr. O'MALLEY: Yes, Sir, I should be 
glad if you would ; and if it is found that 
Father Brett’s statements are not accu- 
rate, then, Sir, I for one, would have no 
sympathy with such methods. I met 
Father Brett when in Carna last autumn 
and I do not think he is the kind of man 
who would make such statements unless 
he felt justified by the facts. We do not 
come to this House to beg for our poor 
people. It is a most humiliating task 
and duty imposed upon us by your mis 
government of our country. As long as 
you persist in misgoverning us, as long 
as by your pernicious legislation you 
create periodic famines in our country, 
so long is it our duty to protest against 
your vile system, and we are here to- 
night to protest and to denounce the 
conduct of the Chief Secretary for Ire 
land upon this question of the distress, 
and as a protest, however feeble it may 
be, I shall gladly vote for the reduction 
of his salary. 


Mr. DILLON: The reason of the inter- 
ruptions which came from these benches 
when the honourable and gallant Mem- 
ber for Great Yarmouth was addressing 
the Committee a short time ago was 
because the honourable and _ gallant 
Member was making an attack upon 
an absent Member of this House—the 
honourable Member for South Kerry— 
who was known to all of us here to have 
been suffering for a long time under 
agonising domestic affliction. I am quite 
certain that, under the circumstances, 
the Committee will understand the 
bitterness we felt at what we consider to 
be a cruel and wanton and wholly unju& 
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tifiable attack upon one of our colleagues 
for his absence when his wife was dying. 
The honourable and gallant Member 
made a savage attack upon the people of 
Kerry, among whom he said he had 
resided for 28 years. He declared that 
the Kerry Union had been getting year 
by year deeper into debt in consequence, 
not of distress, but of bad administra- 
tion; in fact, the whole speech of the 
honourable and gallant Member was one 
continued sneer. He cast ridicule on the 
whole story of distress in the south-west 
of Ireland, and he gave us the impression 
that he believed the whole story of dis- 
tress to be either a “picturesque exag- 
geration” or a pure invention. Small 
wonder is it that a speech of that descrip- 
tion provoked expressions of disapproval 
from honourable Members on_ these 
benches who know the painful facts 
about this widespread distress. Now, 
Sir, I rose simply for the purpose of 
saying that after listening to the speech 
of the Chief Secretary I feel bound to 
carry this Motion to a Division. That 
speech was entirely unsatisfactory. From 
beginning to end it proceeded on the old 
lines of attempting to minimise the dis- 
tress ; and all the cases the right honour- 
able Gentleman selected from the Reports 
were cases which went to show that the 
country was given over to corruption, 
fraud, and imposture, and that that was 
really the explanation to a large extent 
of the distress. I have never attempted 
to deny—no sensible man having had 
experience of distress in Ireland or in any 
other country would deny—that where 
you have distress spread over a very large 
area you will assuredly have some 
measure of exaggeration in the descrip- 
tion of the suffering involved. That, of 
course, is always so. But I say that the 
picture the right honourable Gentle- 
man drew is altogether false. I 
believe that for every single fraudulent 
application such as the right honourable 
Gentleman referred to there will be 
a hundred others which are genuine 
applications. One cannot deal with a 
question of this kind by taking one or 
two isolated cases and showing that there 
has been exaggeration. I say that this 
deplorable condition of things has not 
been adequately dealt with—indeed, it 
seems as yet hardly even appreciated— 
by the Government. The figures we have 
placed before the Committee have not 
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been answered, and under these circum- 
stances I shall press the matter to a 
Division. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon- 
ourable Gentleman has altogether mis- 
conceived my position. He seems to 
imagine that the cases I quoted were 
selected by me in order to give the Com- 
mittee the general impression that there 
is nothing but fraud, misrepresentation, 
and exaggeration in connection with the 
distress in the west of Ireland. I did 
not quote these cases to prove any such 
thing. I do not deny, I never have 
denied from the first, that distress does 
exist in certain localities. What I have 
maintained is that the measures taken 
by the Government were sufficient to cope 
with that distress, and to meet it ade- 
quately. In order to convince the Com- 
mittee that that was the case I invited 
everybody residing in the district, and 
acquainted with what was actually going 
on, if they believed that adequate steps 
were not being taken to meet the dis- 
tress, to send in to the Local Government 
Board the names of any persons who were 
alleged to be destitute and in need of 
relief. In the instances I cited I dealt 
with every one of the cases in which a 
response had been made to that invita- 
tion, and I showed that in every case, 
upon inquiry, it was found that. the desti- 
tution was an alleged destitution, and 
practically did not exist, or, at all 
events, did not exist to the degree 
that would demand assistance from funds 
provided by the public. One word more 
as to the statistics. As I understand the 
honourable Member for East Mayo, he 
went into the figures to show that there 
was a deficit in the potato crop amount- 
ing in money value to about four millions 
sterling. I pointed out that, even if that 
were so, it was distributed over the whole 
of Ireland, among the large and small 
farmers alike, and that a large part of 
that loss would fall upon the well-to-do 
farmers. But, Sir, in order’ to 
trace the existence of destitution, 
you cannot absolutely rely. on ab- 
stract arguments of that kind. To 
prove the existence of destitution you 
must investigate each case as it is pre- 
sented, and that is what we have done. 
That is the way in which we have pro- 
ceeded, and I maintain that that is far 
more satisfactory than merely taking 
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statistics as to the shortage of the potato | 
crop over a particular area, let alone | 
taking the figures over the whole of Ire- | 
land, and inferring from that shortage 
that there must be famine. Sir, I say 
there is distress in Ireland, but there is 
not a condition of famine. No case of 
actual starvation has been reported. 


An Irtsh Member: Is that what you 
want? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : No, Sir. I 
dc not want it, and I have taken 
adequate means to prevent it. In any 
case, what I can say is this: I have taken 
the responsibility on myself. I do not 
throw that responsibility on anyone else ; 
above all, I will not throw it on the Trea- 
survy. I take it upon myself, and I 
believe the system IT have adopted will 
prove successful in the end. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: I wish to ask the 
right honcurable Gentleman whether he 
will consider a suggestion that I made. | 
and which [| think would satisfy all! | 
parties. As there is a dispute as to 
whether the measures taken by the right 
honourable Gentleman are really ade- | 
quate to cope with the distress, why not | 
appoint a small Commission to go over | 
the distressed districts and report as to | 
what is the exact position? 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: T have 
already said that that is not a proposi- 
tion to which I can assent. I have every 
confidence in the information that is 
given to me, and I will not throw doubt 
upon the competence and good faith of 
the officials upon whom I depend. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: It is all very 
well for the right honourable Gentleman 
to stand up fer his officials, but we 
believe that the real reason why he will 
not appoint a Commission is simply be- 
cause he inust know very well that the 
report of such a Commission of impartial 
Englishmen would be against the offi- 
cials. 


Dr. TANNER: I do not rise for the 
purpose of attacking the right honour- 
able Gentleman, but I feel sure that if 
he himself went down to the distressed 
districts and looked into these matters 
he would find out matters which would 
materially alter his present views. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 83; 


| Noes 160.—(Division List No. 97.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Beaumont, W. C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Yommins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Juckworth, James 

Junn, Sir Willaim 

Ellis, T. E. (Merionethshire) 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 





Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Murnaghan, George 





| TELLERS 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps. John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Robson, William Snowdon : 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sheehy, David 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robt. (Edinburgh) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodall, William 


FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Dr. Tanner. 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. A. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H. (Brist’]) 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cawley, Frederick 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cox, Robert 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks.) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Original Question again 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 





S.): There is 
a matter that I wish to bring before the 
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Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrell 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Captain 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Ed. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E, Brodie (Hampst’d) 
Hornby, William Henry 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joliffe, Hon. H. George 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lawrence, Sir Ed, (Cornwall) 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Llewelyn. SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp'!) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McCalmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim, FE. ) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor. Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Murdoch, Chas. Townshend 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 


proposed. | 
| cadets 


Committee, and upon which I desire an 


explanation from the right honourable 
Gentleman. In December last a number 
of cadets were sent to the Dublin police 
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Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
Pender, James 

Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, James 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robinson, Brooke 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, -John 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M"laggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUny} 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wodehouse, Edm. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley. Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoEKsS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| barracks for training. At the time those 
were 
|there was not a single police cadet in 
training in Dublin. 


sent from Dublin Castle 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr. Joun 
E. Exuis): That question should be raised 
on the Constabulary Vote. 
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Mr. DALY: The right honourable 
Gentleman has already answered some 
questions with regard to this matter. 


Tuz DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : It is not 
relevant to this Vote. 


Mr. DALY: Then there is another 
matter I should like to mention, and 
that is with regard to Divisional Com- 
missioners. There were up to last year 
officials known as Divisional Commis- 
sioners, and the right honourable Gent!e- 
man stated in this House that those 
officials could not be done without. But 
the moment this House adjourned the 
right honourable Gentleman altered his 
mind, and these officials were turned 
into what are known as Crimes Com- 
missioners. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
matter arise on this Vote? 


Does this 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I think 
not, so far as I can follow the honourable 
Member. 


Mr. DALY: Then I suppose I shall 
have to wait till we reach the Constabu- 
lary Vote. But there is another matter 
that is of even greater importance, at 
least to county Monaghan, and that is 
with regard to the appointments of 
magistrates in that county. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
honourable Member is only entitled on 
this Vote to go into matters coming under 
the province of the Chief Secretary for 
Treland. 


Mr. DALY: But, Sir, the right honour- 
able Gentleman himself has answered me 
questions on this subject. 


Tos DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! The honourable Member is not 
entitled to pursue that line of argument. 
He must confine his remarks to some 
thing within the province of the Chief 
Secretary. 


Mr. DALY: Very well, Sir. Then 
there is one other matter, and I think I 
shall be in order this time. I wish to 
ask the right honourable Gentleman for 
some explanation on the matter of the 
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provision of police huts, if Iam not out of 
order. My impression is that on the Vote 
for the Chief Secretary I have discussed 
this matter before. In my own consti- 
tuency there is a police hut. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
honourable Member is entirely out of 
order. He must connect his remarks 
with the functions of the Chief Secretary. 


Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): At 
the close of his speech the Chief Secre- 
tary said that it was not out of regard for 
legal technicalities that he refused to 
make proper provision for the relief of 
distress in Ireland; he said it was under 
a sense of duty. I cannot understand 
myself how it can be the duty of the 
Chief Secretary to refuse to lend such 
a sum of money from the Treasury as to 
adequately cope with the distress. The 
people of Ireland ask him for bread, and 
he gives them a stone. If he had any 
sympathy for the people he would not 
speak about his “duty,” but he would 
have got proper furds from the Trea- 
sury and not have asked merely for the 
miserable pittance of £23,000. It is not 
surprising that Irish representatives find 
fault with the Chief Secretary for his 
niggardliness. 


It being Twelve of the clock, the Chair- 
man left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC DISABILITIES 
REMOVAL BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
And, it being after midnight, and 


objection being taken to further pro- 
ceeding, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


next. 
House adjourned at 12.5. 
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Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 16th May 1898. 





Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 
SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON 
RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) 
BILL. 

Ordered to lie on the Table. 


COMMONS REGULATION (WOLSTAN- 
TON MARSH) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL, 


Ordered to lie on the Table. 


CUSTOMS AND OTHER OFFICES 
(BARRY DOCK) BILL. 


Ordered to lie on the Table. 


CUSTOMS OFFICES (SOUTHAMPTON) 
BILL. 


Ordered to lie on the Table. 


FOLKESTONE CORPORATION WATER 
(TRANSFER) BILL. [H.L.] 
Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed 
further with the Bill; read, and ordered 

to lie on the Table. 


VOL. LVII. [Fourtu Ssrigs.] 


{16 May 1898} 





Business. 


1346 
CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
Orders made on the 26th of April and 


Thursday last discharged; and Bills 
committed. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 
Orders made on the 26th of April and 
Thursday last discharged; and Bills 


committed. 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 
AND 
TODMORDEN CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Earn of Craven be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lorp Hay (#. Kinnoul) >, 
read, and agreed to, 


GREAT NORTH OF SCOTLAND RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (WEST RIDING 
LINES) BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time; an Amendment 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. [(H.L.] 
Read the third time; Amendments 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read the 
first time; and _ referred to the 
Examiners. 


3G 






















SERGE E SaaS eee ep 


so hs wen romemmeegnagen tw 


Ma i nc tia 


te to aia OP ee Re oe 


hee ee see Pi 


Pee 


PIO Nes’ Mat 











1347 


WHITWICK AND COALVILLE GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


Returns, 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


EDINBURGH MERCHANT COMPANY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Read the second time (according to 

Order), and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Read the second time (according to 

Order), and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House To-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Brought from Commons; Read the 


first time; to be printed; and referred 


[No. 71.] 


to the Examiners. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL. [H.L.] 


To be read the second time To-morrow. 


{LORDS} 
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EDUCATION DEPARiMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(BARNES, ETC.) BILL. [H.L.] 


To be read the second time To-morrow. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the second time (according to 


Order). 


(No. 1) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1897. 


I. Rules and forms ; 
II. Explanatory memorandum ; 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 
No. 2091. Italy (Lombardy). 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Minute of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Scotland, dated 16th 
May, 1898, amending the terms of Article 
117 of the Code of 1898: 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 
Statement of receipts and expenditure 
for the year ended 25th March, 1898: 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS) BILL. 

THe Margvess or LONDONDERRY 
(Earl Vane): My Lords, I rise to move 
the Second Reading of the Measure that 
stands in my name. In doing so, I have 
every confidence that the Measure wili 
receive your 
approval. I am 


Lordships’ _universal 
confident that it will 
> approval on two 
In the first place, because I 
have received intimation from my noble 
Friend below me who represents the 
Board of Trade in your Lordships’ 
House, that this Measure will not be 
opposed by them ; and, secondly, because 
this Measure passed through all the 
stages in another place, not only without 
criticism, but without discussion of any 
kind cr sort. Amongst the various stages 
through which the Bill passed was the 
Grand Committee stage. The Grand 
Committee comprised the representatives 
of all political views of the great ship- 
ping industries of Great Britain and Ire- 
land; and when I tell your Lordships 
that this Measure emerged from that 
Grand Committee uncriticised, and, con- 
sequently, unaltered, I think you will 
agree that I am justified in saying that 
I am confident the Bill will receive your 
Lordships’ sanction. Under these cir- 
cumstances, I have no doubt your Lord- 
vhips will justly think it is unnecessary 
for me to explain to you the object and 
provisions of this Bill. But I have 
always felt, in introducing a Bill into this 
House, that it is due to your Lordships 
that the mover of a Measure of any 
importance at all should, at any rate, 
very briefly, explain to your Lordships 
what are the objects and provisions of 
the Measure. I shall, therefore, in a 
very few words, explain to your Lordships 
the objects and provisions of the Bill, the 
Second Reading of which I am now 
noving. The main object of the Measure 
is to remove an injustice to the ship- 
owning classes under which, at the 
present moment, they labour, but which 
hardship is not shared by their foreign 


receive your Lordships 
grounds. 


{16 May 1898} 








Bill. 


competitors. The object of the Bil is 
to limit the liability of shipowners in 
respect of damages which may occur 
witnout their fault. In order to explain 
this, I must ask your Lordships to call 
to your memories the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, which limits the liability of 
the owners of a ship, British or foreign, 
in respect of damages and occurrences 
happening or taking place without their 
actual fault. In section 508 of that Act 
there occur the words— 


“This right is not to extend to any British 
ship which is not recognised as a British ship 
within the meaning of this Act.” 


And in section 2 it is stated that— 


“The ship required to be registered under 
the Act is not to be recognised as a British 
ship until it is so registered.” 


Consequently, as your Lordships will see, 
the joint effect of these sections is that 
owners of unregistered British ships 
cannot avail themselves of the statutory 
right of limitation of liability. I daresay 
your Lordships may recollect a decision 
that was given by Sir Richard Phillimore 
in 1878, to the effect that— 


“A vessel at time of launching, or at any 

time before registration, is not recognised as a 
British ship within the meaning of the Act, 
and therefore cannot avail herself of limitation 
of liability.” 
The result of this finding, and the 
sections to which I have alluded, is that 
the law of limitation of liability to owners 
is extended to foreign ships, but is 
denied to owners of British ships before 
registration. A foreign ship is entitled 
to limitation irrespective of registration, 
and the Bill which I now submit to your 
Lordships extends that limitation of 
liability from the launching of a ship 
until the date of registration. The Bill 
also provides that the tonnage of British 
ships shall be ascertained in the same 
manner as that of foreign ships. I have 
explained briefly the objects of the Bill, 
and having ascertained that my noble 
Friend below me will not oppose the 
Bill, I have every hope of its passing 
into law. I feel sure that the shipowning 
class will be glad to hear that the 
Government have given their hearty 
support to so harmless and beneficial a 
Measure. 


3G 2 
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*Tue Earn or RAVENSWORTH: My 
Lords, as I happen to be the President 
of the North-East Coast Steamship 
Owners’ Association, I am very glad to 
have the opportunity of endorsing the 


words which my noble Friend has 
addressed to you. “Liability,” my 
Lords, is a word that is looked 
upon with some _ suspicion and a 


great deal of fear usually, and nobody 
knows better than my noble Friend that, 
after the experience of last year, we 
are not inclined to look upon the word 
with any particular favour. This, I am 
happy to say, is a Bill of relief to the 
shipowners, and not a Bill to increase 
liability. I believe there is no objection 
whatever to this Bill. On the contrary, 
I believe it is held in favour by those 
engaged in the great industry which it 
effects. It has passed through the 
Lower House of Parliament, as my noble 
Friend, the mover, has stated, without 
criticism or objection, and I feel certain 
that if your Lordships’ House will allow 
it to pass into law, it will be an act of 
justice to the shipowning interests of this 
country. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hautspury): My Lords, I offer no 
opposition to the Second Reading of this 
Bill. Of course, it will go to Standing 
Committee, when the incidence of regis- 
tration will have to be considered, and a 
certain time for registration put into the 


Bill. 
Question put. 


Read a second time, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House To- 
morrow. 


ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN AT 

SCHOOL (SCOTLAND) BILL. [H.L.] 

Bill read a second time and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


DURBAN HARBOUR. 
Viscount SIDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
beg to ask whether, in view of the offer 
of the Natal Government to provide a 
large supply of coal for the use of the 


{ LORDS} 
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Royal Navy, the Goverpment intend to 
take any steps for the purpose of render- 
ing the harbour at Durban more acces- 
sible to Her Majesty’s ships. In asking 
this question, I need hardly remind the 
House of the very handsome offer which 
was made by the Colony of Natal of 
12,000 tons of coal for the use of Her 
Majesty’s ships, which offer, I hope, has. 
been duly recognised by the Govern- 
ment, and which I had hoped to see recog- 
nised by Parliament also. I wish to call 
the attention of the House to the pecu- 


liar situation and capabilities of Port 
Durban for giving access to Her 


Majesty’s ships for the purpose of using 
this coal. I can speak from experience 
of the dangerous bar at the mouth of the 
harbour, having on one occasion nearly 
lost my life there. It is a mast dan- 
gerous harbour, and one which is hardly 
ever used by Her Majesty’s ships; but 
when you get inside, the harbour is a 
good one, and the only good one which 
we possess on that coast. I believe that 
inside there is a considerable depth of 
water, and that vessels can get up to 
what is now the town of Durban. It. 
seems to me that considerable difficulty 
will be experienced on the part of Her 
Majesty’s ships in making use of this 
valuable gift of coal unless something is 
done to render the harbour more acces- 
sible, and the question which I wish to 
put to the Government is whether, in 
return for the very handsome, patriotic, 
and generous gift of the authorities at 
Natal, they will take steps to ascertain 


whether anything can be done by the 
Government to make that harbour 
thoroughly useful for Her Majesty's 


ships. If the harbour is rendered more 
accessible, it will prove a valuable 
adjunct to our resources in that part, as 
there is no other harbour along that 
whole line of coast which is available for 
Her Majesty’s ships. 


Tue Eart or HOPETOUN: In reply 
to the question of my noble Friend, I 
have to state that for many years past 


great efforts have been made by the 
Government of Natal to improve the 
entrance to Durban Harbour. These 


efforts have been crowned with consider- 
able success, and at the present time the 
harbour may be considered accessible by 
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vessels drawing about 17 feet of water, so 
that a very large number of third-class 
cruisers already use the harbour, except 
occasionally after gales. It must, how- 
ever, be borne in mind that the bar is a 
constantly shifting one, and that work 
which it has taken months to carry out 
may be rendered useless by 24 hours of 
heavy weather from the east. This is a 
very serious consideration, as the har- 
bour might be suddenly rendered inac- 
cessible to our larger ships at the very 
moment when they most needed to make 
use of it. Her Majesty’s Government are 
fully alive to the patriotic motives which 
have prompted the Government of Natal 
to offer so liberal a supply of coal for the 
use of Her Majesty’s ships, but, looking 
to the facts which I have laid before your 
Lordships, they do not deem it advisable 
to make an Imperial naval and coaling 
station at the port of Durban. 


House adjourned at 4.45. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 16th May, 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Ordered, That the “Bill be read a 

second time. 


{16 May 1898} 
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MARKET HARBOROUGH GAS BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


SHERINGHAM AND BEESTON PROTEC- 
TION BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL, 
Read the third time, and passed, 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL, 
Read the third time, and passed. 


HART’S DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


NORTON AND HALTON ROADS BiuL. 
[H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


SOUTHEND WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


CARMARTHEN IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


MARIANAO AND HAVANA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


[Not amended], considered ; to be read 
the third time. 
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MORLEY CORPORATION (GAS) BILL. 
[H.L.] 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
_.the third time. 





WIGAN CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered; A clause 
added; Bill to be read the third time. 


BUCKIE (CLUNY) HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CLERGY MUTUAL ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


CROWHURST, SIDLEY, 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GAINSBOROUGH GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL. 
For additional Provision; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. [h.L.] 
Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


USK VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
_ Reported ; 
-Table, and to be printed. 





{COMMONS} 


AND BEXHILL 


Report to lie upon the 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 


Amendments to— 


CHIPSTEAD VALLEY RAILWAY BILE. 
[H.L.] 


Without Amendment. 


NEWHAVEN HARBOUR AND OUSE 
LOWER NAVIGATION — BILL. (H.L.§ 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend The Newhaven Har- 
bour and Ouse Lower Navigation Act, 
1847, and The Newhaven Harbour and 
Ouse Lower Navigation Improvement 
Act, 1863, to authorise the remission or 
rebate of the annual assessments or scots: 
leviable under the first-mentioned Act, 
to authorise the trustees of the Newhaven 
Harbour and Ouse Lower Navigation to 
contribute towards the maintenance of a 
certain contemplated sea wall and de- 
fences ; and for other purposes.” 


and 
Examiners of Petitions 


Afterwards read the first time; 
referred to the 
for Private Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Ordered, That the Bill 


second time to-morrow. 


be read a 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional 

Orders made by the Board of Trade, 

under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
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Petitions. 


{16 May 


and 1888, relating to Bermondsey and 
St. Marylebone,” ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Presented accordingly, and read the 
first time; Referred to Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [No. 216.] 


PETITIONS. 


———— 


ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 
In favour: From Congleton; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 
For weekly payment: From Bishop’s 
Stortford ; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Ryde, 
Bath, Glasgow, Edinburgh (3), Crouch 
End, and Ilfracombe; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EX-OFFICIO JUSTICES OF THE PEACE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Buteshire; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


In favour: From Charlestown, Kelty,|5ALE OF 


Glasgow (4), Dalry, Newton, Dundee 
(16), Angus, Wigtown, Biggar, Inner- 
leithen, Montrose, Monifieth, Kirriemuir, 
Brechin, Dingwall, Kirkwall, Pulteney 
Town, Cromarty, Orkney, Westray, St. 
Mary’s Holm, Alexander Kennedy, and 
others, Lochee, Irvine, Dumfries, Govan, 


Aberdeen, Girvan, Bervie, Galashiels, 
Evanton, Elgin, Moray, Edinburgh, New 
Scone, Findon, Ullapool, Peterhead, 


Macduff, Blairgowrie, Bankfoot, Hawick, 
and Kilmuir Easter; to lie upon the 
Table. 





SALE OF 


Brice : 


1898} Petitions. 
HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
For alteration: From the National 
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Temperance League; to lie upon the 
Table. 


HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL. 
In favour: From Grimsby ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 


LAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Grimsby ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LaND) BILL. 


In favour: From Lochgelly, Edin- 


burgh, Buteshire, Stirlingshire, Elgin, 
and Dundee; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


In favour: From Crewe; to lie upon 


the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Hull, Congleton, and 

to lie upon the Table. 


OS 9 


INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Nottingham, Gar- 
stang (2), Bristol, Chewton Mendip, 
Bolney, Hereford (2), Bassbeck, Mark- 
inch, Penryn, Eccleshill, Crosby, New 
Kredingham, Scunthorpe, New Brumby, 
Oldham, Sheffield, Kelvedon, Halifax, 
Upton Park, Bradford, Crewe, Chryston, 
Walsden, Stratford, Bideford, Barnstaple, 
Hucknall Torkard (5), Upton Cross, 
Lewisham, Greenwich (4), Forest Gate, 
Nympsfield, Newstead, Musselburgh, and 
Combe Down ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 
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SMALLER DWELLINGS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Against : 
the ‘Table. 


From Glasgow ; to lie upon 


SUPERANNUATION 
BILL. 
In favour: From Lewisham and West- 
minster ; to lie upon the Table. 


(METROPOLIS) 


VAGRANCY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


In favour: From Canterbury ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WORKwKN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL. 

Against: From Royal, Parliamentary, 
and Police Burghs of Scotland; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


——. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Minute of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education in Scot- 
land, dated 16th May, 1898, amending 
the terms of Article 117 of the Code of 
1898 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 
1879 AND 1884. 

Return presented, relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 220, of Session 1897) [ordered 12th 
May; Mr. Jesse Collings]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 204.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2,091 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


{COMMONS} 


Income. 
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Laid upon the Table by the Clerk of 
the House— 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 1897 
(RULES). 

Copy of Rules and Forms made pur- 

suant to Paragraph 10 of the Second 

Schedule of the Act, and allowed by the 

Lord Chancellor [by Act]. 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 


Copy of Statement of Receipts and Ex- 
penditure of the Conservators for the 
year ending 25th March, 1898 [by Act]. 





QUESTIONS. 


POST OFFICE INCOME. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the finance 
accounts show that the total income of 
the Post Office for the 1896-7 amounted 
to £13,390,203, and not £11,876,547, as 
represented in various other Returns; 
will he explain why the difference (the 
sum of £1,513,547) was paid out of the 
pestal receipts by the postal officials, and 
no details given beyond the fact that it 
was for five objects; whether all these 
payments are made by the authority of 
Acts of Parliament, or, if not, under what 
authority ; whether he will explain the 
services rendered by the Inland Revenue 
Department, which is credited with pay- 
ment out of receipts of £535,320 ; and why 
is the House of Commons not allowed to 
vote the latter sum instead of its being 
taken out of the revenue receipts? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, Pres- 
ton): The Finance Accounts show that 
the total income of the Post Office for the 
year 1896-7 amounted to £13,390,203, 
and the net receipts to £11,876,656 (not 
£11,876,547). Of the five sums amount- 
ing to £1,513,547 the items for postage 
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collected for the credit of Colonial 
Offices and of Foreign Offices are so 
dealt with under Treasury regulations ; 
the item for payments to Railway Com- 
panies on account of Parcel Post is paid 
under 45 and 46 Vic., cap. 74, sec. 5 (1), 
and payment to the Inland Revenue De- 
partment is made under 44 and 46 
Vic., cap. 72, sec. 13. The payment of 
£535,320 is made to the Inland Revenue 
on account of Postage Stamps used for 
Stamp Duties of an amount not exceed- 
ing 2s. 6d., and being Revenue, the House 
of Commons could not vote the amount. 


NEW BRITISH BATTLESHIPS 
BUILDING. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether the Formidable, 
Implacable, and Irresistible are three 
of the four new battleships projected in his 
statement to the House on 5th March, 
1897; and if he could state on what 
dates each of these vessels were laid down, 
and the dates when the orders were given 
in each case for armour and guns? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscnen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): My answer to the first 
Question is yes. As to the second, the 
commencement of these battleships was 
from the first intended to be made 
towards the end of the last financial year. 
It was so assumed in the Debate of the 
5th March, to which the noble Lord 
alludes. Building was commenced in the 
case of all the three ships in January 
last. The keel of the Portsmouth ship 
was actually laid down on the 30th 
March, and that of the Chatham ship on 
the 11th April. The laying of the keel 
of the Implacable has been delayed by 
some necessary alterations in the under- 
water portion of the slip at Devonport, 
upon which the Ocean is being built, and 
has put off the date of the launch of the 
latter vessel, but progress is being made 
in that work which can be performed 
before the keel is laid and with the 
machinery. The principle now systemati- 
cally followed of making provision for 
guns and armour so that they may keep 
pace with the construction of the ship is 
being observed in the case of these vessels 
as in that of all others. 


{16 May 1898} 
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Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: Will 
the right honourable Gentleman say when 
the orders for armour and guns were 
given ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue AD- 
MIRALTY; No, Sir. 


Practice. 


SEIZURES PRIOR TO THE DECLARATION 
OF WAR. 

CotoneL Sir HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
if he has any information from the 
United States as to the intentions 
of the American Government towards 
those vessels under the Spanish flag 
which were taken on the high seas 
prior to the declaration of war, or which 
had left their ports of departure in ignor- 
ance thereof; and, if it should be proved 
to the satisfaction of the Board of Trade 
that British subjects were interested in 
such vessels, or their cargoes, as part 
owners or insurers, if Her Majesty’s Con- 
suls will be instructed to assist the repre- 
sentatives of those concerned before the 
properly constituted tribunal? 


Tus UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) : Perhaps 
my honourable Friend will allow me to 
answer this Question? We have not 
received any intimation from the Ameri- 
can Government as to the course which 
they propose to pursue in such cases. 
Her Majesty’s Consuls will, in accordance 
with their general instructions, give such 
assistance in these cases as they properly 
can, but it will be incumbent on the 
British subjects concerned themselves to 
make arrangements to be represented 
before the United States Prize Courts 
should the cases be taken there, and to 
raise such questions as to the owmer- 
ship of the cargoes and otherwise as their 
legal advisers may consider material. 


NAVAL FIRING PRACTICE. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he has received the Report of 
the firing practice at an experimental 
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target by H.M.S. Jupiter, of the Channel 
Squadron, on or about the 12th April 
last; whether the number of rounds 
actually fired by the barbette and 6-inch 
guns approximated to the number of 
ruunds which should have been fired in 
the time occupied ;. whether there were 
any miss-fires ; if so, how many, and from 
which guns, and whether these miss-fires 
were electrically fired or by friction tube ; 
and whether the result of the firing is 
considered satisfactory, especially as 
regards the number of rounds actually 
fired by the barbette and 6-inch guns? 


Tne FIRST LORD or tar ADMI- 
RALTY: I have not yet seen the Report ; 
it is now under examination at the Gun- 
nery School at Portsmouth. But I should 
not in any case be prepared to answer the 
noble Lord’s Question. The experiments 
were made on the Jupiter, with a view to 
obtaining special information required 
for the benefit of our own naval force ; 
and I do not propose to publish it autho- 
ritatively for the guidance of all other 
navies. 


MILITARY TRAINING ON BARRY LINKS. 

Sir LEONARD LYELL (Orkney and 
Shetland): On behalf of the honourable 
Member for North Aberdeen, I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War what is the greatest number of men 
which it is considered advantageous to 
train at one time on Barry Links, and 
what force it is proposed to assemble 
there during the present year; what is 
the greatest number of regular troops 
ever assembled on Barry Links, and 
whether the benefits which the auxiliary 
forces in Scotland might derive from a 
training with regulars are being secured 
to the utmost extent b~ the training of 
regular troops there; what is the total 
number of the auxiliary forces, both 
Militia and Volunteers, in Scotland; and 
what proportion of each of them it was 
found possible to despatch to the South 
last year, so as to receive some training 
with regular troops? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Sr. Jonny Bronpricr, 
Surrey. Guildford): It is considered po- 
sible to train 4.000 men at one time on 
Barry Links. It is proposed to train 
Lord Charles Beresford. 
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about that number during the year; the 
number present at any one time will 
probably not exceed 1,400. The greatest 
number previously assembled was 1,000 
in 1895. The benefits to be derived 
from such training have been brought 
to the notice of commanding officers of 
auxiliary forces, but they have not fully 
availed themselves of the opportunities 
held out. The total numbers of the 
auxiliary forces in Scotland are 65,508. 
The total numbers despatched to the 
South for training last year amounted to 
4,756. 


POLICE (SCOTLAND) REPORT. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, in view 
of the fact that the Police (Scotland) 
Report for 1896-97 was issued on the 
3lst December, 1896, will he explain 
why the Report for 1897-98 is not yet in 
the hands of Members; and can he say 
when it will be published? 

Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granav 
Mvcrray, Buteshire): The annual Report 
of Her Majesty's Inspector of Constabu- 
lary for Scotland for 1896-97 was issued 
on the 9th May, 1897, and I am informed 
that his Report for 1897-98, which was 
presented to Parliament on the 21st 
ultimo, will be issued in about ten days. 


PAUPER CHILDREN AT PUBLIC 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 
Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): 


I bee to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether it is the practice of many boards 
of guardians to send children chargeable 
to the parish to the public elementary 
schools of the place in which they are 
resident ; and whether it is the practice 
in such cases for any contribution to 
the cost of the public elementary schools 
to be made by the guardians! 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University): 
The answer to both paragraphs is in the 
affirmative. In such cases it is the prac- 
tice of the Education Department to 
allow managers te charge a fee for these 
children. ' 
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Mr. FLOWER: Can the right honour- 
able Gentleman say whether the figures 
can be given in a tabulated statement? 


Sm J. GORST: If the honourable 
Gentleman will put a Motion for such a 
Return on the Paper with that view, I 
will consider it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): Are fees charged in these 
schools in respect of the teaching of these 
children ? 


Sir J. GORST: Yes; I said so. The 
Education Department have statutory 
powers to allow managers of schools to 
charge fees in these cases. 


HUMAN REMAINS IN THE CRYPT OF 
ST. GEORGE THE MARTYR, 
SOUTHWARK. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to the state- 
ment that the remains of between 1,000 
and 2,000 bodies have been found lying 
unburied in the crypt of St. George the 
Martyr, Southwark, the coffins in which 
they had been placed having been burs: 
open by dishonest persons who had 
managed to break into the crypt and 
stolen the lead; whether he has seen a 
report b~ Professor Wanklyn and Mr. 
W. Cooper, analytical chemists, to the 
effect that the atmosphere of the church 
was contaminated by the passage of air 
from the crypt to such an extent as to 
render it dangerously impure; whether 
he is aware that the vestry nefuse to 
incur the expense of removing the re- 
mains, and are in favour of waiting until 
the noxious fumes exhaust themselves ; 
and whether the Local Government 
Board proposes to take any steps in the 

matter? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wurrts- 
Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): My 
attention has been called te this state 
ment. The Inspector of Burial Grounds 
will thoroughly investigate the matter 
this week, and his report shall receive 
immediate consideration. 


RHODESIAN ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies when he 
will be in a position to lay upon the 
Table the draft regulations dealing with 
the administration of the natives in 
Rhodesia? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuarn, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I have asked of the High 
Commissioner, by telegraph, how soon I 
may expect the draft of the regulations, 
and have not yet received his reply. 


SALARIES OF RHODESIAN ADMINIS- 
TRATORS. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I beg io 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what will be the salary of 
the Imperial Resident Commissioner 
in Rhodesia; and what salaries will be 
paid by the Chartered Company to the 
two Administrators and to the other 
members of the Executive Council? 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
COLONIES: (1) A salary of not less 
than £2,500 is proposed, and an office 
allowance of £500 per annum. (2) The 
British South Africa Company have not 
yet intimated to me their proposals. The 
salaries of the Administrators will be 
fixed with the approval of the Secretary 
of State. 


REPRESENTATIVE GOVERNMENT IN 
THE WEST INDIA ISLANDS. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouth, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies which of the West Indian 
Islands have been recently asked by the 
Colonial Office to diminish or extinguish 
the representative element in their Legis- 
latures, and which have done so? 


Tan SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES: Antigua and Dominica. 
The Legislature of Antigua has, on the 
Motion of one of the elected members, 
with the assent of a majority of the 
elected members, extinguished the repre- 
sentative element. 
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CASE OF MRS. MARGARET MURPHY, 
OF KILDORRERY, 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork Co., 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 
the is aware that, ata petty session court 
held in Kildorrery on 6th April, the 
magistrates granted a decree for posses- 
sion of a house and land held by Mrs. 
Margaret Murphy, with stay of execution 
for not less than 14 days, nor more than 
two months, but that, notwithstanding 
this decision, the agent for the landlord 
took possession on the 15th April, and 
demolished the house; and whether he 
will inquire into these allegations of 
illegal proceedings on the part of this 
magistrate ? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
{Mr. G. W. Batrovur, Leeds, Central) : 
The honourable Member appears to have 
been misinformed in this case. The 
decree granted on the 6th April autho- 
rised possession to be taken in not less 
than seven days nor more than a 
month. Mrs. Murphy was in occupation 
as a caretaker under the Land Act of 
1887, though she had not resided in the 
house for more than a year previously 
to its demolition. 


MUSIC IN IRISH PUBLIC PARKS. 
Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): 


On behalf of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Belfast West, I beg io 
ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 


under the powers to be conferred by the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, urban 
county councils in Ireland will be enabled 
to provide music in public parks and 
places of recreation out of the rates ; and, 
if not, whether he will insert in the Bill 
@ provision giving such powers as were 
conferred upon the London County Coun- 
cil by 53 and 54 Vic., cap. 243, section 
21, and 56 and 57 Vic., cap. 221? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have not 
had time to look into this matter. Of 
course, if my honourable’ Friend 
desires to place an Amendment on the 
subject on the Paper he can do so. 





PAUPER REGULATIONS AT ST. 
GEORGE’S-IN-THE-EAST. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 's 
aware that the guardians of St. Georze’s- 
in-the-East are compelling aged male 
inmates of their workhouse in Old Gravel 
Lane to work at picking oakum, the 
material being old rope, as thick as a 
man’s fist and almost as hard as wood, 
and in some cases to labour at this kind 
of work for nine hours a day; and also 
that the same guardians allow to aged 
inmates of respectable character only 
one day’s holiday a month, which may be 
either a Sunday or a week day, but that 
on other Sundays such inmates are only 
permitted to leave the workhouse between 
the hours of 9.30 a.m. and 1 p.m., and 
are then required to bring back a signed 
certificate of attendance at Divine ser- 
vice; and whether he will inquire into 
the facts, and take steps to induce the 
St. George’s Guardians to comply with 
the spirit of his circular letter, dated 31st 
July, 1896? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
Lin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I communi- 
cated with the guardians as soon as the 
Question appeared on the Notice Paper, 
and have to-day received a reply, but I 
think it is desirable that one of the 
inspectors of the Local Government 
Board should visit the workhouse for fur- 
ther inquiry, and I have given directions 
accordingly. 


PROPOSED SPECIAL COURT FOR 
NAVAL AND MILITARY GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
called to a suggestion recently made in 
a public letter by Mr. Justice Wright, to 
the effect that. some special court should 
be established before which any griev- 
ance, or supposed grievance, of any Army 
or Navy officer could be presented for 
consideration without regard to legal 
technicality; and whether the Secretary 
of State for War will take any steps to 
carry out the suggestion? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: It is not proposed 
to take any steps in the direction sug- 


gested, 


BUTTER ANALYSES. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berks, Abingdon) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, having 
regard to the success of the inspector em- 
ployed by the Royal Lancashire Agricul- 
tural Society in 1896, in distinguishing 
impure from genuine butter by simpie 
inspection, he will consider the desira- 
bility of placing the services of a few 
similarly trained specialists at the dis- 
posal of local authorities desirous of such 
assistance before submitting samples to 
the public analysts ; whether samples ‘or 
analysis selected by the diligence and 
self-interest of private purchasers show 
a higher percentage of adulteration than 
samples submitted, more or less at ran- 
dom, by local authorities; and whether 
private purchasers have, since 1896, 
shown signs of becoming more alive to 
their rights and powers, under the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Acts and the 
Margarine Act, 1887? 


Mr. H. CHAPLIN: I am aware of the 
proceedings of the inspector referred to, 
but the Local Government Board have 
neither the duty nor the power of placing 
specialists at the disposal of the local 
authorities as suggested. The number of 
samples submitted for analysis by private 
purchasers in 1897, exclusive of those 
submitted by the inspector referred to, 
was about the same as in 1896. They 
shower a higher percentage of detected 
adulterations than samples submitted by 
the local authorities. 


ILLEGAL FISHING IN YOUGHAL 
HARBOUR. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that four fishermen belonging to 
Youghal, county Cork, charged with an 
offence against the fishery laws committed 
in Youghal Harbour, were on Monday 
last compelled to attend the Petty Ses- 


Se, 
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sions Court at Clashmore, county Water- 
ford, eight miles from Youghal, although: 
Petty Sessions are held weekly at 
Youghal, and only monthly at Clashmore ; 
whether he is aware that for the past. 15 
years similar cases have been invariably 
tried at Youghal; and whether, in view 
of the hardship and expense which cbis: 
new departure, if persisted in, will in#ict 
upon Youghal fishermen, he will cause 
inquiry to be made with the object of 
preventing a repetition of such proceed- 
ing? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The offence 
referred to in the first paragraph wage 
committed, I am informed, not in 
Youghal Harbour, but in Mangan’s Bay, 
which is in the county of Waterford. Tne 
question of hearing these cases at Clash- 
more Petty Sessions was raised by the 
solicitor for the defendants before th¢ 
magistrates on Monday last, and they 
were unanimously of opinion that the 
offence was committed within their juris- 
diction, and that the cases were properly 
brought to the Clashmore Sessions. 1t 
has not been the practice for the past. 
15 vears, or for any period, to hear such 
cases at Youghal, unless the offence com- 
mitted was within the jurisdiction of the 
justices of that district. It is open to: 
the defendants, if so advised, to test the 
jurisdiction of the justices at Clashmore 
Sessions to hear these cases, and the 
Executive see no reason to interfere, as. 
suggested, 


Captain DONELAN: Is it not the 
usual practice to summon persons: 
charged with an offence before the near- 
est and most convenient court of petty 
sessions; and, if so, why was it departed 
from in this case? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. It is 
a question of where the offence is com- 
mitted, and in this case I understand 


Youghal magistrates. 


SOLDIERS’ PAY FOR CONSTRUCTING 
RIFLE RANGES. 


Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rve): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


soldiers of the line as working pay in 





it was outside the jurisdiction of the 


for War what remuneration is given to. 
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connection with the construction of rifle 
ranges; whether the military authorities 
have received any representations as t» 
the inadequacy of the remuneration at 
present given for this purpose; and 
whether he will consider the expediency 
of issuing a special fatigue dress, of a 
similar pattern to that already issued ior 
similar purposes to other troops, either 
instead of, or in addition to, any special 
‘working pay? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Under the pay war- 
rant, men employed in the construction 
of ranges and butts receive working pay 
varying from 34d. an hour to 6d. a day, 
according to the nature of the work. No 
complaint as to these rates has been 
received in the War Office. The issue of 
a special dress for working parties is not 
considered necessary or desirable. 


GARRISON GUNNERS FOR HONG- 


KONG. 
Mr. BROOKFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 


whether it is the case that a force of 
about 1,200 garrison gunners is now on its 
way to China; and, if so, whether this 
force is destined for service in Hong- 
kong or elsewhere! 


Mr. BRODRICK: The garrison of 
Hong-kong is being reinforced, but the 
honourable Member has been mis- 
informed as to the number of men. 


MISSION OF NEWFOUNDLAND 
DELEGATES. 

Mr. BROOKFIELD : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is the case that the Mission 
of Newfoundland Delegates to this 
country, recently announced, has been 
postponed or abandoned! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: I have not been informed 
that the Mission has been postponed or 
abandoned. 


DISTRIBUTION OF FIGHITNG FORCES 

Sir LEONARD LYELL: On behalf of 
the honourable Member for Aberdeen, I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


Mr. Brookfield. 
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for War whether, having regard to the 
number of men of the Regular Army 
being quartered at present approximately 
to the following numbers in the three 
countries of the Unitied Kingdom, 
namely, 4,000 in Scotland, 70,000 in 
England, and 21,000 in Ireland, he will 
inform the House of the proposed dis- 
tribution of numbers in the latter two 
countries when the sanctioned increase 
of 25,000 men is added to the Army, in 
view of his statement that it is not pro- 
posed to make any increase in the 
Scottish garrison, in spite of the addi- 
tional men provided? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The proportion of 
the increases to the Army referred to, 
which will be retained at home, will be 
distributed roughly as follows: England, 
11,500; Scotland, 500; Ireland, 2,000. 


HEAD CONSTABLE ROE OF QUEENS- 
TOWN. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether Head Constable Roa 
of Queenstown, who has just passed his 
examination for the position of district 
inspector, is the same police officer who 
was officially reprimanded for his conduct 
in connection with a case of perjury 
tried before Lord Justice Holmes at the 
Cork Summer Assizes, 1896; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the charge of Lord 
Justice Holmes upon that occasion, it is 
intended to promote this police officer 
to the rank of district inspector? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The cir- 
cumstances under which an_ official 
reprimand was conveyed to this officer 
were fully explained by me in answer to 
the honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth on the 31st July, 1896, and 
2nd July last year. On the latter date 
I stated that in consequence of Mr. 
Roe’s action in the case mentioned the 
had been deprived of the opportunity of 
competing for promotion to the rank of 
district inspector at an examination 
held in 1896, that it was considered that 
he had been sufficiently punished by 
this deprivation, and that his advance- 
ment would not be further retarded. Mr. 
Roe has since maintained a character 
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for marked efficiency and good con- 
duct, and there was no reason why his 
promotion should be any further delayed. 
He now holds the rank of district 
inspector. 


Captain DONELAN : Is it not the case 
that the evidence proved that this head 
constable was implicated in the discredit- 
able case referred to in the Question? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question has been fully answered, and 
the honourable Member is not entitled 
to argue upon it. 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT, 
SOUTH KENSINGTON, 

Sm F. 8S. POWELL (Wigan): I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether, notwithstanding the 
First Report of the Select Committee on 
the Museums of the Science and Art 
Department, 1898, plans are now being 
prepared for the concentration of the 
Science and Art Departments of the 
South Kensington Museum on the east 
side of Exhibition Road; and whether 
steps are also being taken for the reno- 
vation of the Geological Museum in Jer- 
myn Street, though recommendations for 
its being no longer used for the same 
purposes as at present have been made 
by the Select Committee? 


Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. A. Akers Dovexas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): In reply to the honour- 
able Baronet’s Question, I have to state 
that, according to the announcement made 
to the House, plans for proposed new 
Science and Art Buildings are being pre- 
pared for the consideration of the Inter- 
Departmental Committee now sitting, 
and for the Government. I have 
already promised to make a statement to 
the House directly this Committee 
reports. In reply to the second Ques- 
tion, I may say that the stonework of 
the building referred to being in a 
dangerous condition, it is being repaired 
in accordance with the usual practice of 
this Department. 


{16 May 1893} 
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ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF SCOTLAND. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
the following owners of trawlers—John 
M‘Pherson, 33, Broom Hill Road, Aber- 
deen (G N 31); William Hamilton, Port 
Glasgow (S N 66); Thomas Walker, 
Footdee, Aberdeen (A 673) ; and William 
Pyper, Meal Market Street, Aberdeen 
(A 400)—employed masters during the 
years 1896 and 1897 who were 
repeatedly convicted of illegal trawling, 
and elected to go to prison rather than 
pay the fines imposed, will he state what 
steps the Government proposes to take 
in order to inflict penalties on the owners 
of illegal trawlers as well as on the 
masters in such cases as above indicated? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 
already stated the view of the Govern- 
ment on the point referred to. 


Mr. WEIR: Are these robbers of the 
sea to be allowed to continue to break 
the law with impunity’ 


[No Reply.] 


AUDIT OF SCOTTISH PARISH COUNCIL 
ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether, in view of the dissatisfaction 
that exists at the present system of audit 
of parish council accounts in Scotland, 
the Government will establish an audit 
department under the Local Government 
Board, the expenses of which shall be 
paid, as in England, out of Imperial 
funds? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: As the 
honourable Member is aware, the matter 
has been under the consideration of the 
Government, but the final determination 
on the subject must be postponed, as the 
state of public business precludes the 
hope of dealing effectively therewith this 
Session. 


BATTLE OF ATBARA. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will lay upon the Table, or when 
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otherwise publish, the dispatches of the 
Sirdar of the .gyptian Army relating io 
the recent operations in the Soudan, and 
in particular to the engagement uvon the 
Atbara? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The dispatches will 
shortly be published in the London 
Gazette. 


WEI-HAI-WEI. 


GeneRAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the Government have now 
in their possession a chart of Wei-hai- 
Wei Harbour, corrected so lately as June, 
1895, August, 1895, and August, 1896 ; 
whether this chart is most detailed in 
its character, not only giving soundings 
over all the harbour, but also the sites 
of buildings and forts on the mainland, 
and the position of the four Chinese men- 
of-war sunk there during the war 
between China and Japan in 1895; and 
whether he has any objection to this 
detailed chart being placed in the 
Library for the information of Members? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: The chart described by the 
honourable and gallant Member is the 
chart which I referred to the other day 
as the result of a rapid survey made in 
1860, the plan of the neighbourhood 
being equally sketchy.The honourable and 
gallant Gentleman evidently thinks that 
this was an unfair description of a good 
piece of work, but the standard of the 
hydrographer is higher, as, in his 
opinion, the chart cannot be considered 
a detailed plan, according to any pro- 
fessional definition, though it gives a 
general idea of the bay. The corrections 
referred to are corrections in small 
details, which do not affect the general 
character of the plan. I may add that a 
ship is now on her way to carry out a 
detailed survey of the bay. 


DISTRESS IN THE SOUTH AND WEST 
OF IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 

I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 


Sir J, Fergusson. 
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attention has been directed to a report 
of a meeting of the Mansion House 
Distress Committee, South and West 
Ireland, 12th April, where a speech was 
made by a gentleman who had been 
employed by the Manchester Committee, 
in which he called special attention to 
the distress existing in Connemara; and 
whether he can state if any action has 
been taken in those districts, and, if so, 
with what results, or if it is intended to 
give further employment on reproductive 
works? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Possibly 
the honourable Member refers to the 
speech made on the 2nd __ instant 
by a Mr. Greer relative to the 
condition of the people in the west 
of Ireland, as I am not aware that a 
meeting on the subject was held at the 
Mansion House on the 12th April. 
Relief works have been opened by boards 
of guardians in all the western unions in 
which distress exists. The result has 
been that all persons ascertained to be 
in need of relief have been afforded 
employment on the works. Further relief 
on works will be given as the necessity 
arises, 


THE “PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES,” 
Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he is aware that the 
latest copy cf “ Hansard” obtainable in 
the Library on the 13th of this month 
was that of the 25th April, and whether 
he will take steps to ensure a more 
expeditious delivery in the future? 


Mr. HANBURY: The contractor has. 
explained to me that the delay was 
owing to unforeseen difficulties which he 
has met with in the provision of addi- 
tional machinery for printing. He 
promises that the publication will be 
brought up to date at once and kept 
within the period specified in the con- 
tract. 


GREAT BRITAIN AND RUSSIA. 
Mr. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the statement 
attributed to Count Muravieff, in Dis- 
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patch No. 132, China Correspondence, 
that it was England alone that made 
difficulties and stood in the way of Russia, 
and that no other Government had ques- 
tioned him officially on the subject, or 
seemed to resent in any degree the 
proposed action of Russia is correct ; 
whether Her Majesty’s Government had 
approached any other European Govern- 
ment; and, if so, whether there is any 
objection to the correspondence being 
placed upon the Table of this House? 


Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are, of course, not in a position to 
know what communications have or have 
not passed between the Russian Govern- 
ment and other Governments. The atti- 
tude adopted by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is made sufficiently clear by the 
Papers which have been laid before 
Parliament. The answer to the second 
Question is in the negative. 


SIERRA LEONE PROTECTORATE. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state the name of the 
special commissioner whom he proposes 
to send out to make inquiries on the spot 
into the circumstances connected with the 
rising in the Sierra Leone Protectorate? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Tus 
COLONIES : No, Sir, not yet. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ASSOCIATIONS. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether Voluntary schools which have 
this year joined diocesan or any other 
associations can withdraw from such 
associations next year without placing 
themselves in a worse position as regards 
their claims to the aid grant under the 
Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 


Sm J. GORST: The Education De- 
partment has no authority to interfere 
in the withdrawal of schools from asso- 
ciations. Their function is confined to 


refusing the grant to schools which 
remain unassociated without alleging 
satisfactory reasons. 
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Mr. CHANNING: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that an 
assurance in the sense indicated in the 
Question was given by the Duke of 
Devonshire in another place on the 12th 
July? Will it be adhered to? 


Sm J. GORST: I am certain that 
eveiy assurance given by my noble 
Friend the Lord President of the Coun- 
cil has been or will be adhered to. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Coun- 
cil on Education, with regard to the fact 
that the managers of the Severn Road 
British and Foreign School at Birming- 
ham objected to join the association 
formed by the British and Foreign 
School Society for Warwickshire and ad- 
joining counties, and claimed to have the 
aid grant under the Voluntary Schools. 
Act, 1897, although remaining unasso- 
ciated, and that the Department, after 
considering the case, allowed the aid grant 
to this school, whether the Department 
has allowed the aid grant to other British 
and Foreign Schools where they have 
objected to join the British and Foreign 
Schools’ Association, and have remained 
unassociated ; on what grounds the De 
partment has come to the decision to 
refuse the grant to Church of England 
Voluntary schools under similar circum- 
stances, and to compel these schools to 
either join the diocesan and ecclesiastical 
associations, which they object to join- 
ing, or to join the British and Foreign 
Schools’ Association, which they equally 
object to join; and whether the Com- 
mittee of Council will reconsider their 
policy in this matter, and allow the same 
freedom of action to the managers of 
Church of England schools as has been’ 
allowed in the case of British schools, 
without deprivation of the grant? 


Sm J. GORST: The answer to para- 
graph 1 is yes, because the objec- 
tion appeared to the Education Depart- 
ment in that case to be reason- 
able. The cases referred to in the 
second paragraph were not, in the 
opinion of the Department, similar. All 
schools are treated alike. 


BLACKHEAD LIGHTHOUSE. 


Mr. McCARTAN (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can now state about what date 


3H 









1379 


the construction of the required light- 
house at Blackhead will be commenced ; 
and if efforts will be made to have it in 
readiness for use as a danger warning for 
next winter? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircuiz, Croydon) : 
I have been informed by the Irish Lights 
Commissioners that they have applied to 
the Trinity House for their statutory 
sanction to the erection of a lighthouse 
at Blackhead. The scheme, if approved 
by the Trinity House, will then have to 
be submitted by them to the Board of 
Trade, for their sanction. In these cir- 
cumstances, I am not in a position to 
say when the work, if approved, will be 
commenced, but it is highly improbable 
that it will be completed before next 
winter. 


Treasury 


GREAT BRITAIN AND FRANCE IN WEST 
AFRICA. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether French 
troops are still in occupation of posts 
within the area of the British West 
African Protectorate, declared and 
announced to France by Her Majesty’s 
Government on Ist January, 1895; and 
whether, before entering into the nego- 
tiations now proceeding with France for 
an amicable settlement of disputed terri- 
torial claims in West Africa, Her 
Majesty’s Government made any request 
for the withdrawal by France, pending 
the negotiations referred to, of the 
French troops then in occupation of 
places within the British Protectorate 
declared and announced to France as 
stated ? 


Mr. CURZON: Will the honourable 
Gentleman allow me to remind him thai 
I have more than once stated thai, while 
negotiations with France are pending, I 
cannot undertake to make any statemeni 
upon the matters in dispute? 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Cannot the 
right honourable Gentleman make 2. 
statement as to what transpired befcre 
the negotiations? That. is the purport of 
the second paragraph of the Question. 


Mr. McCartan. 
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Mr. CURZON: No, Sir. It is pre- 
cisely the matters that happened before 
that which are now under discussion at 
Paris. 


THE BROTHERS NATU. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether, at the time of 
the arrest of Sardar Shrimant Balvant 
Ramchandra Natu, on the 28th July, 
1897, the whole of the family property 
was attached and taken possession of by 
the Collector of Poonah, and his wife and 
family left without means of support; 
and has any allowance to her been 
authorised since that date; if so, will he 
state whether the allowance has been 
regularly paid ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The answer to the first para- 
graph of the Question is in the negative. 
As regards the second paragraph, I am 
informed that on October 23rd, after 
inquiry into the value of the estate, a 
joint allowance of Rs. 550 a month was 
fixed for the maintenance of the brothers 
and wives and families of the two Sar- 
dars. The allowance was made payable 
to the brother, Shiva Ramchandra Natu, 
but he declined to accept it until the 
13th April. 


TREASURY SECOND-CLASS CLERK- 
SHIPS. 


Sr H. HOWORTH (Salford, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury if he will state how many vacancies 
in Treasury second-class clerkships have 
occurred within the last ten years ; and 
how many of these have been filled by 
direct open competitive examination? 


Mr. HANBURY: There have been 16 
vacancies in the period referred to, and 
two of these have been filled by direct 
open competition. Twelve have been 
filled »y the transfer of officers who 
entered the service by open competitive 
examination, but were assigned in the 
first instance to other departments. The 
other two vacancies were filled, in one 
case by transfer from the staff of the 
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House of Commons, and in the other 
by selection from the class of junior 
examiners in the Education Office. 
Appointments to the House of Commons 
staff are made by limited competition 
and to examinerships in the Education 
Department by nomination. 


NEW EVENING SCHOOL CODE. 

Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somerset, E.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education why 
Article 8 of the new Evening School 
Code prohibits pupil teachers from being 
registered as scholars; and if he is aware 
that in many country districts the teach- 
ing hitherto given in evening schools to 
pupil teachers is most highly valued in 
the absence of other classes for their 
instruction ? 


Sir J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council had always discouraged the 
attendance of pupil teachers at evening 
schools, and refused any payment for 
them under the Evening Schools Code, 
on the ground that, if they are receivias 
the instruction required by their Memo- 
randum of Agreement, attendance at an 
evening school would be excessive. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that in 
many country districts evening schools 
are the only means by which pupil 
teachers can get instruction in secondary 
subjects ? 


Sir J. GORST: I am aware of that, 
but I am also aware that the powers of 
pupil teachers are limited. If pupil 
teachers are working in school all day 
and receiving instruction according to 
their articles, they are too exhausted to 
attend evening schools. 


COLONEL EDWARD MITCHELL, R.E. 


Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware that the then Attorney General 
(now Lord Chief Justice of England), 
during or about the month of June, 1894, 
advised payment of the £30 annuity and 
£1,000 to Colonel Edward Mitcheil, 
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Royal Engineers, in respect of his claim 
for certain money in connection with his 
retirement from the Army, and also for- 
warded to the Treasury in support of his 
recommendation a certificate, dated 1st 
June, 1894, from Colonel Mitchell’s 
counsel, Mr. A. R. Jelf; will he explain 
why the sum of money mentioned has 
nevertheless not yet been paid to Colonel 
Mitchell ; whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House the recommendation 
of the Attorney General and the certifi- 
cate of counsel referred to; whether he 
is aware that a large sum of money was 
long ago voted by Parliament to provide 
compensation for officers who might have 
sustained loss by enforced rules of retire- 
ment; and whether between 1890 and 
1896 over £62,000 of that fund was 
utilised for the purpose for which it was 
voted? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am not aware that there is in 
existence any opinion such as_ that 
referred to by the honourable Member in 
the first paragraph of the Question, 
neither, if such an opinion existed, would 
it be in consonance with Parliamentary 
traditions or practice to lay it on the 
Table. As regards the last three para- 
graphs, the honourable Member seems to 
be under the impression that Parliament 
voted a fund out of which compensation 
was given to officers on compulsory 
retirement. I understand that that is 
not thecase. When any money has been 
voted for the purpose, it has appeared in 
the ordinary Estimates for the year. 


SCOTCH COUNTY COUNCIL AND 
SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, i in view of the fact 
that the last Return of persons assessed 
for poor rates (Scotland) shows that 
6,504 persons entitled to vote for Parlia- 
mentary and county council elections for 
Ross and Cromarty have no vote for 
school board elections, will the Govern- 
ment support the Bill now before Parlia- 
ment for extending the right to vote at 
school board elections in Scotland to all 
persons entitled to vote for the county 
council ? 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The expe 
diency of the change suggested in the 
honourable Member’s Bill is a fair matter 
for consideration before the next triennial 
election, which will take place in 1900, 
but the Government does not think the 
subject one that can be dealt with in a 
Bill promoted by a private Member. 


Mr. WEIR: Having regard to the 
fact that the right honourable Gentle- 
man gave a similar answer long before 
the last election, will he say if the Bill 
will be brought in before the next 
election ? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The matter 
will be considered before 1900. That is 
all the answer I can make. 


POSTPONED FOREIGN OFFICE DEBATE. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can arrange to take the 
Foreign Office Vote on the First Friday 
after the Whitsuntide Recess! 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: In answer to my honourable 
Friend, I can do little more than repeat 
what I have before stated, which is that 
it is not very easy, or, perhaps, very ex- 
pedient, to allocate particular Fridays 
much more than a week in advance. I 
ought to say, in reference to the Foreign 
Office Vote, that I understand my 
honourable Friend and the right honour- 
able Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, who has a Question down to 
me for next Friday on the same subject, 
are not quite in agreement as to the 
topics they wish to discuss when the 
Foreign Office Vote comes on. My 
honourable Friend, I understand, desires 
to deal with the policy of the Govern- 
ment in China. The right honour- 
able Baronet has a wider ambition, and 
desires to prove the general incompe 
tence of Her Majesty’s Government on 
all questions connected with foreign 
affairs. Well, we are, of course, pre- 
pared to discuss either the larger or 
narrower issue whenever it suits the 
House, but, considering that we have 
had two days’ debate upon the Chinese 
question, I confess I think the other 
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aspect of the question, perhaps, has a 
certain claim for preference, though it is 
not for the Government so much as for 
the House to determine what topic shall 
be taken when the Vote comes on. 


Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): But there is an aspect of the ques- 
tion to which the right honourable Gen- 
tleman has not alluded. There is a new 
foreign policy. What I think the House 
and the country desire to discuss is the 
Birmingham Foreign policy. 


Subject dropped. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES ABOLITION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the numerous 
petitions presented to the House in this 
and seven previous Sessions from re 
ligious, temperance, and philanthropic 
associations in favour of the Grocers’ 
Licences Abolition (Scotland) Bill, which 
is the first Order on Wednesday, time 
can be given for the consideration of the 
Bill on that day? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tas TREA- 
SURY: I am obliged to say with regard 
to this Bill what I said in respect to the 
Irish Sunday Closing Bill—namely, that 
until the Committee stage of the Irish 
Local Government Bill is concluded no 
private Members’ Bill can take prece- 
dence of it. 


CHINA AND GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether any, and, if so, how 
much, territory on the mainland is in- 
cluded in the lease by China to Great 
Britain of Wei-hai-Wei; and whether 
Her Majesty’s Government propose to 
place it under the control of the Colonial 
Office or under that of the Foreign 
Office ? 


Mr. CURZON: I am not in a position 
to make any statement on the subject. 














INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON 
FALSE TRADE DESCRIPTIONS. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade when the Report of 
the British delegates to the International 
conference on the protection of industrial 
property and the repression of false trade 
descriptions, held at Brussels in December 
last, will be presented to Parliament? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: No time is being lost in making 
the necessary arrangements for publica- 
tion, and the Papers will be presented as 
soon as possible. “s my right honour- 
able Friend knows, communications have 
to be made to several Foreign Ministers 
prior to publication. 


FENIT PIER FISH TRAFFIC. 

Sr THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he will have an inquiry 
made into the withdrawal by the Water- 
ford and Limerick and Western Railway 
Company of the facilities hitherto existing 
for the transfer of fish from Fenit Pier 
to the English market; if he is aware 
that, owing to the withdrawal of these 
facilities, the important fishing industry 
at Fenit, in which some 1,000 hands are 
employed, is seriously imperilled; and, 
inasmuch as the matter is one of urgency, 
as the fishing season is now open, if he 
will have this inquiry made forthwith? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: I have communicated with the 
Railway Company with reference to the 
honourable Member’s Question. The 
Tratfic Manager informs me that there 
must be some mistake in directing the 
complaint against the railway, as every- 
thing that could have been done has been 
done to work the fish traffic from Fenit 
to the English markets with dispatch. 
Engines and wagons, it is stated, have 
been in readiness at Fenit to run special 
trains with the fish when required ever 
since the season commenced. I shall be 
happy to show the honourable Member 
the communication I have received from 
the Company. It also refers to a loss to 


the fishing industry, which I gather arose 
from the want of ice and boxes for pack- 
ing, and not from any fault of the Com- 
pany. 
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UNIMPROVABLE RENTS. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury at how many years’ pur- 
chase unimprovable rents are sold by the 
Commissioners of Woods, Forests, and 
Land Revenues? 


Mr. HANBURY: Unimprovable rents 
are sold by the Commissioners at the fol- 
lowing rates:—In England, rents other 
than Manorial rents usually at 25 years’ 
purchase, and Manorial rents usually at 
30 years’ purchase. In Wales and Ire 
land all the rents at 25 years’ purchase. 
In Scotland rents under £1 at 22 years’ 
purchase; £1 to £5 at 25 years’ pur- 
chase: above £5 at 28 years’ purchase. 


MR. CHAMBERLAIN’S BIRMINGHAM 
SPEECH ON FOREIGN POLICY. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I beg to ask 
the Colonial Secretary a Question of 
which I have given him short private 
notice, and which is this: Whether he is 
correctly reported in the Times of 
Saturday as having used the following 
language in his speech in Birmingham 
on Friday last !— 

“The expected happened, and Russia did go 
down to Port Arthur and Talienwan. As to 
the way in which Russia secured that occupa- 
tion, as to the representations which were 
made and repudiated as soon as made, as tu 
the promises which were given and broken a 


fortnight afterwards, I had better perhaps say 
nothing, except ”—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not in order in 
reading a paragraph from a newspaper. 
If he has a specific Question to found on 
something that occurs in the report of 


the right honourable Gentleman’s speech 
he can ask it. 


Mr. DAVITT: Very well. I ask 
whether, if these words were used, he 
thinks such language and sentiments are 
consonant with friendly relations between 
this country and Russia? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
is entirely a matter of opinion. 


That 
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NEW MEMBER 


ArTHUR WELLESLEY Soames, Esquire, 
for the County of Norfolk (Southern Divi- 
sion), introduced and sworn in the usual 
manner. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith), CHarrMan of Ways and Mgans, in 
the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


On Cuause 33, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 15, line 19, after ‘council,’ insert ‘as 
the case may be.’”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY 1o THe 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Gzratp Batrour, Leeds, Central’ : 
I do not think we can accept this 
Amendment, as we consider that there 
is no doubt about the meaning of the 
clause as at present drafted. 


Question put— 
“That clause 33 stand part of the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 

On CuavsE 34, 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 16, line 2, at beginning of clause, 


insert ‘for the period of five years.’ ”—(Mr. 
Strachey.) 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): The 
Amendment which I am about to move 
raises the whole question of the agricul- 
tural grant, and whether it is desirable 
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that the grant should be of a permanent 
or a temporary nature. Sir, I wish to 
ask the Committee to follow the prece- 
dent set by the English Act in this 
matter, in order that when the House 
sees the working of the grant it may 
be able to decide whether it is too large 
or too small, or whether it is desirable 
to alter the conditions laid down in the 
Bill. Another reason for limiting the 
operations of the grant was given in the 
speech of the honourable Member for 
East Mayo, when he addressed the House 
on the Second Reading of the Bill. He 
said that under the grant a sum of about 
£400,000 would be handed over to the 
landlords of Ireland, not, remember, in 
accordance with the precedent set by the 
English Act, but handed over direct to 
the amount of £250,000 or £300,000, 
in addition to what they would get if the 
same Bill were applied to Ireland as has 
been applied to England. The Commit- 
tee will understand from that that the 
honourable Member for East Mayo con- 
siders that the agricultural grant under 
this Bill is very excessive, having regard 
to what has been given in relief of local 
taxation in England. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Oh, no! 
The honourable Member is quite mis- 
taken. What I said had reference to the 
distribution of the grant as between 
occupiers and owners. I did not say 
that the grant was excessive. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: I do not think 
honourable Members from Ireland wiil 
disagree with me that it would be very 
much better from the Irish point of view 
if this question were regarded not from 
an Imperial standpoint, but looked ut 
from the point of view as to whether 
Ireland received the same grant-in-aid of 
local taxation as England received under 
the Agricultural Rating Act. Putting 
aside the Imperial taxation, there remains 
the question as to whether the grant now 
proposed is too great or too small in com- 
parison with England. When the 
Government passed the English Act they 
gave in relief of rates in Ireland 
£150,000. Now they propose to provide 
the Irish landlords with a sum variously 
estimated at from £250,000 to £400,000, 
out of a total sum of £749,000 for the 
relief of local taxation. Certainly this 
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seems a very excessive amount in view 
of the fact that the Government them- 
selves were of opinion that the equivalent 
grant to Ireland as a set-off to the 
agricultural grant to England was only 
£150,000. That is one of the reasons 
why I ask the Government to accept 
this Amendment because, if it is found 
at the end of five years that the grant 
has been too large it can be reconsidered. 
The five years’ limit was not origin- 
ally in the English Bill. It was inserted 
as an Amendment in Committee in 
exactly the same terms as my Amend- 
ment for the express purpose of enabling 
the grant to be reconsidered at the end 
of five years. Again a Royal Commis- 
sion has been appointed, which, as the 
Chief Secretary stated the other day, is 
not only to inquire into the system of 
local taxation in Great Britain, but also 
into the whole question of local taxation 
in Ireland. It is a curious way of doing 
business for the Government to appoint 
a Royal Commission to inquire into Irish 
local taxation, and at the same time 
make « grant in perpetuity to Ireland 
without waiting for it to report. 
It seems to me, from the ordinary busi- 
ness point of view, that it is desirable to 
limit the grant to a term of five years. 
so that it can be revised if the British 
grant will be revised. The Government 
have given no reason why Ireland should 
be treated differently. from Great Britain. 
Honourable Members opposite are always 
saying that Ireland is to be treated the 
same as Great Britain ; why, then, has she 
not been treated the same in connection 
with this agricultural grant? I cannot 
understand. I very much doubt if 
farmers in Ireland have suffered nearly 
so much as farmers in England and Scot- 
land; but even if honourable Members 
from Ireland say there is greater dis- 
tress in Ireland as regards farmers, ! 
do not think that they will say that tho 
landlords in Ireland deserve better treat- 
ment than the landlords in England. 
Under this Bill the landlords in Ireland 
are treated exceptionally. In England the 
whole amount of the grant went directly 
to the farmers, but under this Bill an 
enormous sum goes direct to the land- 
lords in perpetuity. That seems to me 
& very strong argument indeed why it 
should not be made a permanent grant. 
I do not want to enter into controversy, 
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but it does seem to me that landlords like 
Lord Clanricarde deserve to be treated 
better in this manner than English land- 
lords. It may be said we have to do 
this as regards the Irish landlords 
because they would be likely to be over- 
rated. But that is an argument which 
does not detract at all from the view thet 
the grant should be limited to five years, 
because that will give the Government 
and the landlords ample time to see 
whether the fear of over-taxation is real. 
If those fears are justified at the end 
of five years you can then deal with the 
question. but it is an experiment, and 
as an experiment surely there is no harm 
in limiting it to five years. There is, how- 
ever, another point, and I am surprised 
more has not been made of it by honour- 
able Gentlemen from Ireland. It seems to 
me rather curious that the Government 
should make another difference between 
the English Act and the Irish Bill—viz., 
that no relief is to be given to land in 
towns. Of course, I know the Chief 
Secretary has said that there is a set-off, 
but it seems to me to be a very poor 
set-off—namely, that the landlords should 
have their parks, pleasure grounds, 
gardens, or woods exempted from half 
the rates. It would be better, instead of 
prejudging this matter, that land in 
towns should receive a grant for five years, 
instead of no grant in perpetuity. As 
regards this question of the agricultural 
grant, part of it is an equivalent grant 
for local licences. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The agri- 
cultural grant has nothing whatever to 
do with the local licences. 


*Mr. STRACHEY : The Irish local rate- 
payer will then be ina much better posi- 
tion than the English ratepayer, as 
licences which he now pays need not be 
paid at all in future. It appears to me to 
be very necessary that this House should 
not allow the question of any revision to 
pass entirely out of its control, because we 
know that if there is no limit it will 
be very difficult to revise the grant here- 
after. It is a question of taxation, 
and it is necessary that this House 
should maintain a close and strong control 
in matters of that sort. There is another 
reason why there should be an oppor- 
tunity of revising the amount at the end 
of five years. It is that, unless a time 
limit is made to this acricultural grant, 
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the House oi Lords can refuse to allow 
this House to revise or alter the grant 
on a future occasion. To my mind thi; 


‘House, in all questions of taxation, should 


retain an absolute power of revision. 
This Measure is an effort to compensate 
the landlord interest in Ireland for ioss 
of influence in local government. For 
the reasons which I have given, and also 
because it is most undesirable to pre 
judge the whole question of Irish local 
taxation before the Royal Commission 
has reported, I move the Amendment 
standing in my name. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The prin- 
cipal reason advanced by the honourable 
Member in favour of this Amendment is 
that, whereas we proposed, a few years 
ago, an equivalent grant of £150,000 in 
favour of Ireland, by this Bill we propose 
a grant of over £700,000, and he appears 
to imagine that this should be a matter 


of five years’ experiment, and that after 
the end of that period we should consider 


‘whether the grant is or is not excessive. 


I am bound to say I do not see how we 
can be any wiser in five years than we 
are now. There is, however, one strong 
argument why the Government find it 
impossible to accept this Amendment. 
When we proposed a grant of £150,000 
@ year as a set-off against the money 
given in relief of the agricultural rates in 
England, we proposed an equivalent 
grant. What we are now proposing is 
identical treatment, and we make it a 
condition of identical treatment that 
there should be at the same time this 
Local Government Bill to establish 
popularly-elected bodies in Ireland, 
similar to those already established in 
England and Scotland. In making this 
great change in the local administration 
of Ireland, we also found it necessary— 
and from the outset we announced that 
it would be necessary—to alter the 
system of local taxation in Ireland. If 
the Government were prepared to go 
back in five years on this proposal for 
establishing a new system of local 


‘government, and were also prepared to 


go back on the proposal to alter the 
system of local taxation in Ireland, some- 
thing might be said for going back on 
Mr. Strachey. 


{COMMONS } 
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the grant also. But as the agricultural 
grant and the new system of local 
government essentially held together, I 
think it must be patent to the Committee 
that we cannot accept the Amendment, 
I am not prepared to make a revolution 
in the local government of Ireland to be 
reconsidered in five years, and equally, I 
am not prepared to limit the grant to 
five years. 


*Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): The 
right honourable Gentleman has given 
two of the most extraordinary reasons for 
refusing the Amendment which it could 
be possible to give. His first ground 
why he cannot accept the Amendment is 
because of the promise of identical treat- 
ment for Great Britain and Ireland. 
But in this matter the English Act only 
runs for five years; consequently, he 
is not fulfilling his promise of identity 
of treatment as far as the grant is con- 
cerned. He is giving to the Irish land. 
lords a perpetual grant, whereas in Eng- 
land only a five years grant has been 
made. His second ground for refusing 
the Amendment is that it was stated, in 
introducing the Measure, that there 
would be an alteration in the system of 
Irish local taxation, but that has nothing 
whatever to do with the grant from the 
Exchequer. The alteration in the 
system of local taxation transferred 
the onus of the burden from the 
shoulders of the landlords to the 
shoulders of the tenants. There is not 
the least necessity in principle for remov- 
ing the existing burden from the land- 
lords to the tenants. I fully admit that 
it is essential that the tenants in Ireland 
should be responsible for any fluctuations 
of expenditure, and that for that you 
must alter the existing system of local 
taxation, but there is not the least neces- 
sity for removing the existing burdens 
from the landlords. The right honour- 
able Gentleman gives the answer to his 
own objection, for in the Bill as it stands 
half the existing burden will continue ‘ 
fall on the landlords. It is only half 
the burden that you remove from the 
landlords, and the whole might be left 
on them without in the least touch- 
ing your desirable object, to make the 








wT 


i ie ee i, ee, ee, 


« 


ree Oo US 


reo Od meo® VS 


eB tt mh we BD ee cr ET 


a 
8 
") 
f 
e 
t 


l- 








1393 Local Government 


tenants directly responsible for fluctua- 
tions in expenditure. The honourable 
and learned Member for Stroud stated 
the other day that he only voted for 
the Resolution on which this Bill is 
founded because he believed it to be 
just, and if he did not believe it to be 
just he would vote against it. I think 
we can claim the support of the honour- 
able and learned Member on the very 
ground that he has chosen that this 
Amendment, introduced by my honour- 
able Friend, is a just Amendment. I do 
not suppose for one moment—I do not 
think it or allege it—that honourable 
Members opposite are merely engaged in 
a struggle for public money. I cannot 
conceive that. They must have justified 
themselves in their own minds for throw- 
ing open the public purse to the Irish 
landlords, and I must assume they have 
grounds for that action. The honour- 
able and learned Member for Stroud 
stated the other day that our present 
system of local taxation falls unfairly on 
land, and that owners and occupiers have 
a just grievance, and are entitled to be 
relieved at the expense of the general 
taxpayers. That is his ground. I would 
appeal to the honourable and learned 
Member to consider the matter from a 
different point of view. Take the case 
of an Irish landlord who bought his land 
during the present century. He bought 
it subject to certain rates—that is to 
say, he was not able to obtain rent from 
any occupier except on the condition 
that the tenant should pay rates. I think 
that the honourable and learned Mem- 
ber will agree with me that under those 
circumstances the fact of the existence 
of those rates entered into the price paid 
for the land, and the purchaser got the 
land cheaper because there were rates 
raised upon it. I do not think that can 
be disputed. If the value of the land- 
lord’s interest has not been injured by 
the present rates, the rates do not fall 
on the landlord; if it is injured, seeing 
that he bought the land subject to these 
burdens, I would appeal to the honour- 
able and learned Member to answer my 
point, inasmuch as the rates in the pound 
in Ireland are at this moment lower than 
at any time during the present century. 
I am not taking the standard year, but 
the last few years. 


{16 Mar 1898} 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington): The present. 
rates are four times higher than at the 
commencement of the century. 
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*Mr. MCKENNA: I admit the Returns 
are very unsatisfactory and incomplete. 
My honourable Friend says the rates are: 
four times higher. I understand that 
the rates from agricultural land are 
between 3s. and 4s. in the pound, and my 
honourable Friend tells me that at the 
beginning of the century they were under 
a shilling. But, as I ‘have said, the 
Returns are very incomplete, and any 
argument founded on them is bound 
to be more or less uncertain. But, going 
back to the period of 1837—going back 
even 20 years—the rates on land are 
now much lower. 


*Mr. LOUGH: That is not so. 


*Mr. McKENNA: My _ honourable 
Friend may be referring to the period of 
the Irish famine, when a great many 
unions in Ireland were bankrupt. 


*Mr. LOUGH: My contention applies 
to any period before the famine. 


*Mr. McKENNA: Assuming that 50 
years ago the rates on agricultural land 
in Ireland were higher than they are 
to-day, I put to the honourable and 
learned Gentleman opposite the supposi- 
tion that any land purchased during the 
last 50 years was bought subject to a 
higher burden than it now bears. That 
burden entered into the price of the 
land, and if you suddenly hand back to 
the present owner half of the rates you 
are making him a present for which there 
is not a shadow of justification. Apart 
from the question of financial justice in 
this matter, there is also another 
important point to be considered. When 
the English Agricultural Rating Bill was 
under discussion, the limitation of five 
years was introduced as an Amendment. 
The ground of that Amendment was that 
the whole of our system of local taxation 
was in a most unsatisfactory condition, 
that a Royal Commission was about to 
be appointed to inquire into it, and that 
it was better not to come to a final 
decision until the whole question had 
been examined, and the incidence of rates 
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as between rural and urban districts 
found out. It is admitted, therefore, 
that the present system of rating is 
unsatisfactory ; but under this Bill you 
propose to take this worn-out English 
system and hand it over to the Irish 
representatives as the best you can do 
for them. Our old clothes which we are 
about to cast off (having appointed a 
commission of tailors to provide us with 
a new suit) are to be given to the Irish 
people, not as a temporary expedient to 
meet the exigencies of the moment, but 
these worn-out trappings of British legis- 
lation are to be sent to Ireland as 
a properly established principle of local 
taxation, when everyone in the country 
knows that our whole system requires the 
fullest and most careful inquiry. I 
appeal to the right honourable Gentle 
man to reconsider his determination in 
this matter. If you are to have a satis- 
factory settlement in Ireland, you 
must satisfy the British as well as 
the Irish people. You must satisfy 
both parties that the Irish land- 
lords will not get more than they 
are entitled to. Under the provisions of 
this Bill you cannot satisfy either the 
Irish or the English people on that point. 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
stated the other day that he looked upon 
this grant as blackmail, but that he was 
going to vote for it. Do honourable 
Members opposite whorepresent English 
constituencies, and who go into the same 
Lobby as the honourable Member for East 
Mayo, consider that satisfactory, either 
to themselves or to their constituencies?! 
It is undoubtedly felt, although for the 
moment honourable Members may 
express themselves differently, by every 
representative of an urban constituency, 
with certain exceptions, that this legisla- 
tion is handing over, at the expense of 
the whole community, millions of money 
to Irish landlords who are not for one 
moment entitled to it, and you cannot 
satisfy public opinion on this point until 


‘you make the grant temporary, and 


enable us during the next five years to 
satisfy ourselves that what we are doing 
is grounded on principles of equity and 
justice. 

*Mr. LOUGH: A year ago almost to 
a day the honourable Member joined an 
unanimous Liberal party in asking the 
Mr. McKenna. 


{ COMMONS} 
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Government to make this agricultural 
grant. He voted for a proposal in almost 
exactly the precise terms embodied in 
this clause, and now he stands up and 
makes a speech against the Government 
for doing exactly what he asked them to 
do last year. I think it is one of the 
most contemptible exhibitions of Party 
feeling. that I have ever seen in this 
House. The honourable Member says 
there is no ground or principle why this 
grant should be made permanent. The 
principle of this Bill is that half the agri- 
cultural rates should be paid out of 
moneys provided by Parliament. As half 
the rates are paid by the landlord, if the 
other half. is paid by Parliament, then 
the tenant would pay nothing at all. 
Therefore, I think there is a ground on 
principle that the tenant who gets some 
control should make some contribution. 
The great mistake of my honourable 
Friend is in supposing that the condi. 
tions of the two countries are exactly the 
same. This is the fatal mistake he has 
fallen into, and hence this heat of Party 
zeal, though a year ago he was satisfied. 


*Mr. McKENNA: I voted then, as I 
have always voted, for identity of treat- 
ment. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Now my honourable 
Friend wishes to narrow me down to the 
question of time, to which I will refer in 
a moment. My two honourable Friends 
dealt with the whole question of the prin- 
ciple, and it is only when they are cor- 
nered on that that they wish to confine me 
to the duration of the grant. The argu- 
ment of my honourable Friends is that 
the conditions of the two countries are 
the same. That is not so. The argu- 
ment used against the agricultural grant 
from these Benches, from the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Monmouth down to the  humblest 
speaker, was that the Government had 
singled out a small and unimportant 
industry, compared withthe great indus 
tries of the country, for special favour by 
paying half the rate. If we turn to Ire 
land this is not the case. There the land 
industry is an important industry, and 
the proposal of the Government is con- 
ceived in the spirit of the very Amend- 
ment advocated from these Benches 
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during the Debates on the English Bill. 
It was then said, in numerous speeches, 
“Deal with the towns,” “Deal with wide 
national interests.” In Ireland we are 
now dealing with a great national 
interest. We are also applying identity 
of principle, because we are paying half 
the rates, as in Great Britain. Now I 
come to the question of time. The Amend- 
ment is that we shall put in some limit, 
as in the English Bill. This is really the 


-point we have to discuss, and if the Com- 


mittee will give it some thought they will 
see there is no case made out for its adop- 
tion. Suppose you did embody this 


‘Amendment, the grant would not expire 


for two years after the English grant 
would terminate—that is, if the English 
grant terminates. Does anybody suppose 
it will terminate? There is not the 
slightest chance of it. The course likely 
to be pursued is that sume principle will 
be adopted with regard to local rates in 
towns, and that an equivalent will be 
If, by chance, any change were 
made in the law with regard to England 
there would be plenty of time after that 
to make any change in the law with 
regard to Ireland that might be con- 
sidered necessary. Apart from the ques- 
tion of time, I think we must also take 
into account that our system of taxation 
at present is based on the maintenance 
We raise something 
like eight or ten millions a year more 
than we want, and we give it back in 
these large local grants, and the Com- 
mittee will see that if the collection of 
these large grants ceased and a new 
principle were adopted it would be such 
a change in the system of the country 
that we might then very well consider 
what changes it was necessary to make 
in any part of the United Kingdom. I 
think it much more likely that this 
system of grants will be extended so 


that any industry neglected up to the 


present may be included rather than 
that the grants themselves should be 
abandoned. Now, to deal with the 
Qarrow question before us, I think the 
Committee will not have any difficulty 
In deciding it. This is the third dis- 
cussion we have had on this question. 
The first was in May, 1896, when 
the Liberal Party—except 16 or 17 
Members who did not fully under- 
stand the question—voted in favour of 


{16 May 1898} 
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this Measure being introduced. Then, 
in May, 1897, my honourable Friend 
himself voted in favour of the grant 
being extended to Ireland. 


*Mr: McKENNA: I must point out to 
the honourable Member that I am now 
supporting an Amendment limiting the 
grant to five years as in the English Act. 


*Mr. LOUGH: My honourable Friend 
also dealt with the amount the landlords 
will get under the Bill, and he raised 
every question that could be raised against 
the grant, and my answer is that he 
himself has voted with the Liberal Party 
for the extension of the grant to Ireland. 
For the reasons already given, and also 
the reasons given on the Government 
Benches, I think the matter will not bear 
examination, and I hope that those 
gentlemen who voted in favour of the 
Government taking this course a year 
ago will not vote against this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon): 
The honourable Member complains that 
the honourable Member for Monmouth 
confined himself to the narrow issue of 
five years. I think it would be hard 
on the honourable Member himself to 
ask him to confine his attention to the 
question before the House; but as a 
matter of fact the real question raised 
by the Amendment was not the merits or 
demerits of making a grant of £750,000, 
either to Irish landlords or to Irish 
tenants, but whether that grant was to 
be confined to five years. That is the 
whole question at issue. The honourable 
Member for Islington is one of those who 
opposed the grant to English landlords 
and tenants, but I now understand he is 
an Irish landlord himself, and conse- 
quently that rather alters the case. 


*Mr. LOUGH: That is quite untrue, 
Sir. I do not own any land in Ireland. 
I think the suggestion should not be 
made. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am very sorry 
to hear that my honourable Friend is not 
an Irish landlord, because he will not 
get any part of the money provided by 
the Bill, but as a tenant I believe he may 
benefit. 
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*Mr. LOUGH: No, Sir; I am not a 
tenant. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: My honourable 
Friend supported the Amendment in 
favour of confining the English grant to 
five years on the same ground that we 
now support the Amendment limiting 
the Irish grant. It is all a question of 
identical treatment. Other honourable 
Members are not gifted with the same 
intelligent comprehension as my honour- 
able Friend. He says they do not under- 
stand the question properly, but I think 
he does not understand it himself. My 
honourable Friend supported an Amend- 
ment in favour of limiting the grant to 
England; why should he be in favour 
of making the grant permanent in Ire 
land! It is not a question of making a 
grant to Ireland, but whether it is or is 
not to be a permanent grant. A Royal 
Commission is at present considering the 
question of taxation. It is not a ques- 
tion whether you are about to withdraw 
a subvention to taxation in England, 
but the whole question is whether 
taxation is at present properly ad- 
justed as between town and country. 
Why should not the same question 
be considered with regard to Ireland? 
I do not suppose that any Party 
in this House would at any future 
time propose that this sum should be 
withdrawn from Ireland, but I think it 
should be open to the House of Com- 
mons, or to a Home Rule Parliament, as 
the case may be, to consider whether 
towns in Ireland should not get a share 
in the distribution of this sum. I 
object from the British point of view 
to the grant being made permanent. 
The grant was made to England and 
Scotland for a terminable period, in order 
to afford an opportunity to the Govern- 
ment of the day, be it Liberal or 
Unionist, to consider whether some fresh 
arrangement should not be made in con- 
nection with local taxation. The Com- 
missioners have already discovered that 
the burden of taxation is now very heavy 
in the towns, and nobody who read the 
Revort can avoid coming to the conclu- 
sion that no Government can possibly 
avoid facing that issue. If we make 
this grant permanent we shall be abso- 
lutely prejudging the British case for 
reconsideration. We cannot say to Eng 


{ COMMONS} 
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land and Wales that we will consider 
the readjustment of the grant, giving a 
fairer share to the towns, when we are 
paying half the burden of taxation for 
the landlords in Ireland. If we are to 
have identical treatment now it must be 
fair identical treatment. If you treat 
Ireland as well as Britain you must 
treat Britain as well as Ireland. If you 
give a different distribution, as between 
fown and country, you must do the 
same for Ireland as for Great Britain 
That is one of the reasons why I will vote 
for the Amendment. Then there is 
another reason. I think the electors of 
this country ought to have an oppor. 
tunity of expressing an opinion on this 
erant. I have no doubt whatever it 
will be one of the questions on which 
the country will have to express an opinion 
at the next general election. I do not 
think the Government ought to ask the 
Committee to make this grant perma 
nent. It would be prejudging the issue 
and depriving the electors of an oppor- 
tunity of readjusting the distribution of 
the grant. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I desire to 
point out to the Committee that the 
permanency of this grant is really essen 
tial to the Government scheme. We are 
creating a new system of local govern- 
ment in Ireland, and as an essential con- 
dition of the change, we are altering 
the system of taxation in connection with 
the agricultural grant. If the agricul 
tural grant were to be a temporary grant 
the basis of our entire scheme would be 
rendered absolutely unsafe. What would 
the representatives of the grand jury 
class, who have accepted this Bill, say 
of the action of the Government if we 
were now to insert a provision of this 
sort, the result of which would be that 
all the arrangements which we have care 
fully provided for the protection of the 
large cesspayers should automatically 
come to an end? The matter is really 
too clear for argument. It might have 
been urged as an objection to our entire 
scheme, but the House decided that point 
when it passed the Second Reading, and 
I think it is wasting the time of the 
Committee to continue the discussion. I 
earnestly ask the Committee to come 
to a decision. 
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*Mrx. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): It is obvious 

that this money will be granted, but 
why should it be necessary in giving 
county government to Ireland to give a 
perpetual subsidy to Irish landlords? 
The honourable Member for Islington 
said he supported this clause, because 
the money would go to the benefit of 
a wide national interest in Ireland. 
Possibly he will agree with me that I 
am in a position to form as good an 
opinion as to what has a wide national 
interest as he is. My conception of it 
is that relief or assistance should not be 
given to one particular industry or in- 
terest, but to all the industries of the 
country, including the linen and woollen 
industries, the fishing industry, and the 
mechanics and artisans. Can my honour- 
able Friend tell me of any of these 
classes which will be one penny the 
better when this Bill becomes law! 


*Mr. LOUGH: I think all of them will. 


*Mr. DAVITT: This proposal is sup- 
posed to be of national interest, but it 
is anti-national, and that is why I shall 
not support it. 


Mr. D. H. COGHILL (Stoke-upon- 
Trent): I do not think that honourable 
Members quite realise that this grant 
was to be perpetual, for I understood 
that Ireland was to be treated in the same 
manner as England and Scotland. I cer- 
tainly do not feel inclined to vote for this 
grant being given toIreland as proposed, 
because in case the question comes up 
for reconsideration at the end of five 
years in England it would be an 
obstacle in the way of impartially con- 
sidering the question when it comes 
before the House of Commons again. 


Mr. G. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton): I am glad to notice that the 
arguments of the Chief Secretary have 
been sufficient to convince one at least 
of the supporters of the Government 
that this proposal is absolutely wrong, 
and that he intends supporting the 
Amendment. I asked the Leader of the 
House if the Royal Commission would 
visit Ireland and report upon it, and he 
said it would. I want to know, if the 
‘Government are going to make this large 
permanent grant, why do they do this 


{16 Mar 1898} 
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and then institute an inquiry as to 
whether that system is right or wrong, 
and as to whether the system of local 
taxation is or is not fair? Either this 
Commission is a fraud or it is not. If 
is not a fraud, then, Sir, let this grant 
be for five years, and then we shall know 
perfectly well whether the Government 
intend to pay any attention to the find- 
ings of the Royal Commission. If they 
do not do this what is the good of 
appointing a Commission to inquire into a 
state of affairs which you intend to make 
permanent in Ireland? It does seem to 
be putting the Commission to a great 
deal of inconvenience to visit Ireland 
if the Government have already settled 
the matter. It is for this reason that you 
should have identical treatment—although 
I am not so sure that identical treatment 
is so necessary in Ireland as in England 
—that I shall support the Amendment, 
because the Government have appointed 
a Commission to inquire into local taxa- 
tion in Ireland, and they ought not to 
prejudge the matter before that Com- 
mission has reported. 


Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.): In 
putting in this clause it has been so 
altered that there are practically the pro- 
posals of three Bills in one. We have 
been entitled to this Measure of local 
government ever since the declaration 
of the Leader of the Conservative Party, 
twelve years ago ; but honourable Gentle- 
men above the Gangway will have to 
recognise at the same time that a change 
of this kind has been made by which the 
whole superstructure of the county coun- 
cils has been altered. Why, the whole 
thing is useless. The Government, in 
my opinion, should have brought in a Bill 
giving Ireland local self-government for 
her own affairs, as in England and Scot- 


land, without any consideration of this 
kind. 


Mr. G. WHITELEY (Stockport): 
Although some honourable Members may 
agree with the Chief Secretary that the 
Government could not possibly accept 
this Amendment, I certainly cannot agree 
with him at all when he states that all 
those who voted for the Second Reading 
of this Bill are bound by the principle 
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of these financial clauses. That is quite a 
new doctrine which has been sprung upon 
the House, that if you accept a Second 
Reading of a Measure you must accept 
all its primary clauses. I need hardly 
say that I shall support the Amendment 
of my honourable Friend, because I am 
opposed in toto to these grants in aid of 
any particular industry. Now, what is 
the position? Owing to the opposition 
of certain Members representing urban 
constituencies, the clause in the English 
Act was limited to five years, and that 
was done because it was thought to be 
an injustice to all the ratepayers of this 
country to make a permanent grant to 
any section of ‘the ratepayers of this 
country. Although the Government have 
made this proposal for five years, they 
have appointed a Commission to inquire 
into the whole subject of taxation, and 
make a Report to Parliament. But 
notwithstanding that fact—notwithstand- 
ing that the arguments in favour of 
deferring this question are as powerful 
and potent to-day as they were two years 
ago—it is now proposed by the Govern- 
ment to make a permanent grant to the 
landlords in Ireland, which can never be 
withdrawn. I believe that is a mistaken 
step. The interests of urban and rural 
ratepayers are conflicting, and I believe 
with my honourable Friend who has just 
spoken that by this proposal you are 
entirely prejudging the matter, and you 
will prejudice it against urban ratepayers 
if you make an irrevocable grant to 
any one section of the community, for 
by doing that you are tying the hands 
of the Committee. One can imagine 
members of the Commission asking what 
is the use of us sitting inquiring as to 
how this grant should be made when 
practically it has been agreed upon and 
disposed of! By this proposition you are 
practically cutting the ground from under 
the feet of the Commission, and also 
injuring the interests of the general com- 
munity. The Chief Secretary has said 
that the permanence of this grant is one 
of its essential conditions, but I cannot 
agree with that at all. It seems to me 
that the maximum amount of the rates 
payable should be the rates payable by 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill, 1404 


the landlords in the last year. You 
would then safeguard the interests of the 
landlords, and prevent taxation bei 

heaped upon them, and if that were 
done they would be placed in a position 
identical with those in England. [| 
believe all sections would agree with 
that. I am very sorry to oppose the 
Government on this question, but I have 
opposed consistently and honestly these 
grants whenever they have come before 
this House. I am extremely sorry, but 
I must remind the right honourable 
Gentleman that many of us obtained our 
seats at the last general election upon 
our pledges with regard to poor law 
relief, old age pensions, and other 
measures, and I feel that I should be 
“diddling” my constituency by supporting 
this clause. This money will go, if 
accepted by the House of Commons, in 
the interests of one section of the rate 
payers without benefiting the working 
classes of this country. I regret this 
very much, and this is the last time 1 
shall speak upon this question in the 
House. I feel myself actually pledged 
upon this question, and I think we 
should face the country with a better 
grace and more confidence if we had 
acted up to the professions we made at 
the last election. We ought to have 
done that instead of distributing the 
first money which came into our pockets 
among one particular section of the rate 
payers in the manner proposed in this 


section. 


*Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): I hope 
that the Government, after the opinions 
which have been expressed by two 
Members on the other side, will be dis 
posed to reconsider this question. We 
have heard expressed the views of two 
Members, both representing important 
boroughs, with regard to this clause. I 
really cannot see that there has been 
any ground put forward by the Chief 
Secretary in support of this clause, except 
that the members of the grand jury 
class in Ireland would not be inclined 
to accept this Bill unless this were made 
a perpetual clause. However that may 
be, it is not at all in the interests of the 
community generally that this grant 





Mr. G. Whiteley. 
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should be made perpetual, and I can con- 
ceive no better electioneering ory than 
that of endowing in perpetuity the Irish 
landlords under this Bill. But’ on the 
ground of identity of treatment, which 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary pleaded for in introduc- 
ing the financial provisions of this Bill, I 
cannot conceive what reason there is for 
giving a perpetual grant to Irish land- 
lords which was not given to the Eng- 
lish landlords. I have no feeling against 
Trish landlords, but I think, of the two 
classes, English landlords are more en- 
titled to consideration. I am surprised 
to hear my honourable Friend the Mem- 
ber for Islington suggest that, because 
at the end of five years, the English 
grant will be made permanent, we should 
mal.e this permanent now. I think, 
when it is proposed to make this clause 
permanent in the English Act, some of us 


{16 Mar 1898} 
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will have something to say upon it. Ido 
not think it will be suggested that there 
are any special circumstances that would 
justify the Government, or make it 
necessary, that this grant should be 
made permanent. My honourable Friend 
the Member for East Mayo has spoken 
frankly with regard to blackmailing, but 
I think that he will find, as a great 
many other people have found, that the 
very worst way to deal with a black- 
mailer is to pay him what he asks for. 
The House should retain control over 
these grants, to enable it to deal with 
the whole matter when the Report of the 
Commission has been received. 


Question put— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 107 ; 
Noes 258.—(Division List No. 98.) 





Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 
Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) | 
Allison, Robert Andrew | 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alex. (Glasgow) 
Doughty, George 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edw. (Notts) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harwood, George 





Hazell, Walter 





AYES. 


Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
McEwan, William 

McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Owen, Thomas 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 





Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, bert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees), 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thos. (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen) 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.): 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wayman, Thomas 

Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Charles H. (Hull) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’ld) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Strachey and Mr. 
Mendl. 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, A. H. E. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John G. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch.) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmi.u-( Hunts) 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’l) 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, A. Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St, John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 


‘Carew, James Laurence 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Cavendish, \.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
‘Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
‘Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, H. 8S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hn. Henry 

‘Curran, Thos. (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Rt.Hn. G. N. (L&ncs.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly. James 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
‘Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir vohn Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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{COMMONS} 


NOES. 


Drage, Geoffrey 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Sir Charles 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh 
Hornby, William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt. G.W. Grice- 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. 8. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Macaleese, Daniel 

Maclean, James Mackenzie 
MacNeill, John Gordon §&. 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, H. L. B.(Cambs.) 
McCalmont, Gen. (Antrim, N.) 
McCartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McIver, Sir Lewis 

Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Col. (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Powlett Chas. J. 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Mvers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8S. 
O’Brien, Jas. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 





Redmond, William (Clare) 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. {Hartlep’}) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Roche, John (Galway, E.) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scott, Chas. P. (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe. Wm. Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel (Herts) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambetn) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M'Taggart 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. Wonegal, W.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'dUny) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
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Ward, Hon. Robt. A. (Crewe) 
Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Williams, J, Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Younger, William 





Sheehy, David 
Sidebotham, J. W. 
Sidebottom, Wm. 


Tully, Jasper 
(Cheshire) 
(Derbysh.} 





Amendment proposed— 


*29th 
instead the 
Dillon.) 


**Page 16, line 2, leave out the words 
day of September,’ and_ insert 
words ‘3lst March, 1898.’”—(Mr. 


Mr. DILLON: The object of that 
Amendment is to mitigate to some extent 
the injustice which I claim is being done 
by the Government in making no provision 
whatever in respect of the arrears, 
amounting to upwards of a million of 
money, which are due to Ireland, because 
of the delay which has taken place in 
giving us our full equivalent for the grant 
given to England two years ago by the 
Agricultural Rating Act. It was admitted 
by the honourable Member for Stroud, in 
a speech to which I listened with very 
great interest, that the reason why he 
supported this proposal, and the only 
reason why he supported it, was that he 
believed that it was possible to do justice 
and to give to Ireland what she was 
entitled to at the English hands. I was 
very glad to hear that laid down by so 
influential a supporter of the Government 
as the honourable Member for Stroud, 
but he will see that that proposition 
carries us a step further, because, if it 
would be only bare justice to give to Ire- 
land this present grant, estimated to be 
about £730,000, as an equivalent to the 
grant which England obtained under the 
Agricultural Rating Act, then it would be 
the barest justice that that grant should 
date from the same date as the English 
grant. What has been the history of 


this transaction? The grant ought to date 
from the same day ; 


VOL. LVII. 


but according to the 
[Fourtu Szrigs. | 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. |! 





TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





proposal of this Bill. it will only com- 
mence to operate two years after the 
English grant, and for these two years, :s 
I understand the proposal of the Govern- 
ment, we should be put off with a 
vrant of £140,000 per annum, instead of 
£730,000, or, in other words, that we 
should be the losers of about £500,000 a 
year. If I am in error, although, of 
course, the whole question cannot be 
reised on this Amendment, yet it may at 
least lay the foundation for Ireland 
getting, perhaps, a half of what I contend 
she ought to have received. We accept 
the principle laid down by the honour- 
able Member for Stroud, and our accept- 
ance of that was my object in moving 
this Amendment. To my mind, the issue 
raised is a very simple one. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Gov- 
ernment have no wish that any injustice 
should be done to Ireland, and none 
would have been done if neither this Bill 
nor the agricultural grant had been given 
to Ireland at all. In this Bill we have, 
as a matter of fact, followed the analogy 
of the English Agricultural Ratings Bill 
of 1896 for the period in which the grant 
is to be taken after the Bill passes. We 
have just listened to a discussion as to 
whether the period should not be limited 
to five years. The English grant has 
been limited to five years; and sup- 
posing, apart from any ‘question of local 
government, we had now passed the Bill 
into law, giving Ireland the grant for five 
years, from the time when the grant com- 
menced, we should, from one point of 
view, be treating Ireland identically as 
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we treated England. But, instead of 
veing for five years only, we have made 
the grant to Ireland perpetual. How, 
then, can the honourable Member con- 
tend that he is entitled, not merely to 
have the grant made perpetual, but that 
he is entitled to go back for another two 
years? It seems to me to be pre- 
posterous. 


Mr. DILLON: I should like to hear a 
word from the honourable Member for 
Stroud upon this question. He has heard 
the Chief Secretary say now that the 
Reape do not admit the justice of 
Treland’s claim. The only attempt at a 
reply ‘hich the right honourable Gentle- 
man has made in regard to the conten- 
ticn as to the arrears of this grant, which 
arrears, I contend, are due to Ireland, 
that he is giving us a permanent grant, as 
compared with the temporary grant given 
to England. Does any man in this Hous» 
believe that the grant to England is t to » be 


the fature that rs years’ tg to Ene. 
land were to be taken away, something of 
a similar character would not be done in 
the case of Ireland? No Act of Parlia- 
ment can withdraw the power of this 
House to alter it. We know perfectiy 
well that the English grant may be nomi- 
nally temporary; but whatever alterna- 
tives may be made in the future, so far 
as one can judge from the tendency of 
this House, the sum will not be reduced, 
but rather increased. There is no force 
whatever in the argument of the right 
honourable Gentleman in comparing the 
temporary character of the English grant 
with the permanent character of the Irish 
grant, and I contend, on the prin- 
ciple laid down by the honourable Mem- 
ber for Stroud that this proposal was 
only doing justice to Ireland, that we are 
entitled to the arrears of £1,200,000, 
which is due from the Imperial Treasury 
to Ireland. Perhaps the right honourable 
Gentleman will see his way to giving us 
£100,000 on account, in order to feed 
the starving peasantry in the west of Ire- 
land. At any rate, the money is due, 
and it would be unjust if we did not take 
this opportunity of protesting against the 
attitude of the Government in refusing 
to take into consideration Ireland’s just 
claim to these arrears. 


{ COMMONS} 





(Ircland) Bilt. 1412 


Mr. FLYNN: The right honour- 
able Gentleman says that this Bill 
confers favours upon the Irish people. 
We say it is only giving us our 
rights, and on the principle of equality 
of treatment we are entitled to the very 
sams concessions as were given to the 
or of Scot- 
siving relief to the 





agriculturists of 
land. The Bil! for 
Bnolisl f: rme rag br ucht int “elie 
Enelish farmer was brought in to relieve 
acricultural relieve an 
which was in a_ depressed 
No one can say that agricul- 


distress, to 
industry 

condition. 
ture is not in a depressed condition in 
Ireland. Foreign competition, bad har- 
vests, and low prices—all these things 
have brought it to a depressed condition ; 
aye, even more so than in England and 
Scotland; and, that being so, the very 
reasons for which relief was given to 
agriculturists in this country apply with 
much greater force to Ire and. Upon 
these lines, and upon the principle of 
equality of treatment, we are entitled to 
the grant. for quite as long a period as. 
England has received it. As to the argu- 
ment about the English relief being 
limited to five years, I do not think that 
the richt honourable Gentleman will 
impress the House by taking up the réle 
of a prophet. He cannot tell whether 
that limit of five years will be adhered to 
or not. The odds are that the grant 
once given will not be withdrawn, and 
that it will become as permanent as the 
Irish grant, and therefore he is not enti- 
tled to use the argument, because he can- 
not tell what will happen, and the proba- 
bilities are that the grant in aid of Eng- 
lish agriculturists will be continued. 
Under these circumstances, I think my 
honourable Friend the Member for Mayo 

is perfectly justified in bringing forward 
thig Amendment, and perfectly justified 
in demanding that we should receive some 
equivalent, as against the amount of 
money that has already been paid to 
England and Scotland. 


Mr. CARSON (Dublin University): 
What is the objection to this Amend- 
ment! Why should not the grant com- 
mence in September, if the Bill is passed 
now ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Amendment says 31st March this year. 





Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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Mr. CARSON: Very well. Notwith- 
standing that I have mistaken the month, 
the point is exactly the same, and I again 
ask what is the objection to the Amend- 
ment? As far as I understand, the only 
reason the Chief Secretary has given as 
to why he refuses this Amendment is 
that he is taking the same date as was 
given in the English Act. Yes, but the 
English Act was passed two years ago, 
and the English ratepayers have had the 
benefit of that Act for that period. I 
cannot see why this grant should not 
commence the very moment the Act 
passes, and I do not think the Chief 
Secretary has given any reason whatso- 
ever why it should not. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Amendment proposes that it shall begin 
on the 3lst March this year. 


Mr. CARSON: I know; but you have 
to take some starting-point, and why you 
should commence several months after 
the Act passes is a point upon which I 
wish for an explanation. If my right 
honourable Friend wishes to take the 
exact date on which the Act passes as the 
date from which the grant is to commence 
he can apportion it—that would be a 
reasonable proposition, but there is no 
reason whatsoever for waiting till 
September. As to the statement 
that we are getting this relief 
in perpetuity, whereas the English 
Act is only for five years, I do not sup- 
pose that anyone believes that there is 
any seriousness in that argument what- 
ever. No one will suppose that the agri- 
cultural constituents will be offended by 
any person proposing that the grant in 
relief of the English rates should not be 
taken away. There is really in this case no 
reason for not agreeing with this Amend- 
ment, excepting for the purpose of clipping 
the benefit as much as possible. There is 
another reason why I think it might be 
admitted that this rate should commence 
at once on the passing of the Act. Under 
the English Act you gave the rate, pure 
and simple, to the ratepayers without any 
restriction. You are only giving it to us, 
at all events, on condition that we swallow 
this Act. That seems to me, Sir, to be 
% good reason why we should not be 
asked to take any portion of the pill until 
it is properly gilded. Under these cir- 


{16 May 1898} 
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cumstances, it does seem to me that, so 
far from having 2 worse case than the 
English ratepayers, we have a much 
stronger one; and while I quite agree 
with the honourable Member opposite 
that there was no reason in the world 
why the Agricultural Rating Act should 
not have been extended to Ireland at the 
same time as it was extended to Eng- 
land, I agree that this Amendment is 
only asking for a very small portion of 
the arrears of that money which would 
have been due to us had the very same 
legislation been given to us at the seme 
time as it was given to England. 


Mr. DILLON: In reality, according to 
the Bill, the relief will not come into 
operation until the half-year ending 3ist 
March next year. That is the way it 
operates, because the grants will not be 
paid to the local bodies until that date. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The grant 
will begin to accrue as from the end of 
September. It will be paid over to the 
new local bodies, who will not come into 
power until March. Tit is to be paid over 
when they come into rower, and then 
they will find that there is a half-year’s 
payment of the agricultural grant due to 
them. By the Amendment of the honour- 
able Member, he proposes that when 
these new bodies are elected they should 
have not a half-year’s grant, but a whole 
year’s grant. 


Mr. DILLON: If you look at sub-sec- 
tion 3 of the clause you will find these 
words— 


“So as to make up the sum required to meet 
the half-yearly payments to the county councils 
on account of the six months next ensuing on 
such last day of March, but such half-yearly 
payments shall not be applied towards the 
cost of work done, or expenses incurred, before 
such six months.” 


The first half-year’s grant is to go to the 
services of the half-year ending the 31st 
March next year. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, no 
doubt, on the 31st March next year there 
will be the grant due which has been 
accruing during the previous half-year. 


Mr. DILLON: Yes, but there will be 
no relief to the Irish rates until the 31st 
March next year, and the relief will go to 
the rates struck in the half-year ensuing 
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after that. This Bill has been so drafted 
as to secure that there shall be as against 
Ireland two years  unprovided for, 
whereas, by accepting my Amendment, 
it can be so arranged that Ireland shat] 
be only to the bad to the extent of a year 
and a half, and there is, so far as I can 
see, no financial difficulty whatever in 
accepting my Amendment, because I do 
not propose to go back on the last finan- 
cial year, the accounts of which have 
been closed. My Amendment only 
applies to the current financial year. The 
whole question turns upon this: are the 
Trish local bodies—the existing ones— 
to be bound to strike a full rate for 
the six months ending on the 31st March 
next year, or are they not? If they were 
going to get the half-year’s grant from 
the 3lst March to the 29th September, 
of course they would provide for that by 
striking a lower rate, and accordingly the 
relief would come to the ratepayers sooner 
than it otherwise would; or if the right 
honourable Gentleman insisted, though I 
‘do not think it would be reasonable to 
expect it, he could give a total relief 
during the first year of the new boards 
by a slight alteration in the financial 
clause. The simple difficulty comes to 
this: that there are due to us £1,200,000 | 
for arrears, and we ask that in reduction | 
of this enormous sum we shall be given 
a quarter of it, and the right honourable | 
Gentleman says “ No.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 





The honourable Member for East Mayo 
considers that he is entitled to arrears of 
£1,200,000. The Government are not 
of that opinion. Ifthe honourable Mem- 
ber is right he would be entitled, not 
merely to a fourth of that £1,200,000, 
but to the whole of it. 


Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, Spen 
Valley): These arguments are somewhat 
confusing. If this money be a shameful 
bribe, if it be a flagitious waste of public 


{COMMONS} 


The | 
difference between us is perfectly simple. | 





money, where comes in the argument 
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for going back? And in what way is the 
honourable Member for East Mayo justi- 
fied in claiming that the money is due? 


Mr. DILLON: Because I want to get 
as much money as I possibly can. It was 
not the amount I objected to when I 
spoke of flagitious waste, it was the dis- 
tribution with which this proposal has 
nothing to do. 


Mr. WHITTAKER: The distribution 
of the extra portion of it is to be on the 
same basis. The money which is due can 
scarcely be described as a shameful bribe. 
It seems to me that there is a little con- 
fusion of thought. I also cannot help 
asking, if it be considered that the five 
years’ limit means nothing, why vote 
against it on the last Division? If that 
limit is not meant seriously there was no 
necessity to oppose it. Why, therefore, 
did honourable Members vote against it? 


Mr. CARSON: Because we like to sup- 
port the Government. 


Mr. WHITTAKER: The only argu- 
ment that holds water is the suggestion 
that this grant is equivalent to the Eng- 
lish agriculture grant, and that, there- 
fore, Ireland is entitled to it. I 
do not admit that for one moment; 


but if that be so I cannot under- 
stand the vote of the honourable 
Member for Stroud, who based his 


defence of the grant upon that ground, 
and yet he declined, in the last Division, 
to put this grant to Ireland on the same 
footing as the English grant. You cannot 
have it both ways. If this grant is to be 
permanent then it is on a different foot- 
ing to the English grant. If it is due, it 
cannot be a shameful bribe. 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 276; 
Noes 96.—(Division List No. 99.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir J. (Yorkshire) 


Mr. Dillon. 


Bailey, James 


Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 


Baird, John George Alex. 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch.) 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
| Banbury, Frederick George 


Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunkett 
Beach,Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Brist’l) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


(Walworth) 
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Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Major H. F. (Mdsx.) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. 8S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Rt.Hn. G. N. (Lancs.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Chas. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery Fortescue 

Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 
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Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Sir Charles 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 

Hornby, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. James H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W. Grice- 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kimber, Henry 

Kinloch, Sir J. G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Logan, John William 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’!) 


en 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Maclean, James Mackenzie 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool!) 
McCalmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
McEwan, William 

McIver, Sir Lewis 

Maddison, Fred. 

Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edw. W. J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M, 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8S. (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert T. 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas, T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Abel (Herts) 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Weillesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUny) | 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) | 
Thorburn, Walter 
‘Tritton, Charles Ernest 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bethell, Commander 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Daly, James 

Doogan, P. C. 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fitmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
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Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 9, leave out the words ‘ poor 


rate and.’”—( Mr. Lambert.) 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, S. Mol- 
ton): The effect of this Amendment will 
be to cut off entirely the landlord’s por- 
tion of this grant and leave the tenant 
in a far better position than that in | 
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Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wayman, Thomas 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) | 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. FE. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) | 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer | 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) | 


NOES. 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harwovud, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
Hutton, A. E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McCalmont, Mj-Gn.(Ant’m,N.) 
McCalmont,Col. J. (Ant’m,E.) 
McCartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McLaren, Charles B. 

Maden, John Henry 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir 8S. (Whitechapel) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 
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Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, Jas. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Owen, Thomas 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Roche, Hon. Jas. (E. Kerry) 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Sheehy, David 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen) 
Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Charles H. (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’ld) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and Captain 
Donelan. 


to discover what the Irish landlords have 


done to entitle them to receive a gratuity 


| which represents the interest of such an 
}enormous sum of money, in addition to 


|the fact that they have swallowed this 
|Act of Parliament. 
| Parliament is a reasonable Act and a 
|right and proper Act. to pass, I cannot 
see that you want in any way to bribe 


But if this Act of 


which he is proposed to be placed by | the Irish landlords to accept it. We have 


the Government in this 
grant amounts to 


£300,000 a year, 


and represents the interest cn a capital- 


Bill. This 


| had several admissions from the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the First Lord of the 
| Treasury that this was not a debt due to 


ised sum of something like £10,000,000. | the landlord. Very well, Iam quite cer- 


For my own part, I have never been able | tain it is not a demand by the Irish 
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people that this money should be taken 
out of the pockets of the people to endow 
the Irish landlords in order to buy off 
their opposition to this Bill. In my 
opinion, it is a piece of gratuitous bribery 
to the Irish landlords, and T think this 
money could be made use of and disposed 
of in a very much more profitable way 
for the benefit of Ireland. We are told 
that this country confers the same treat- 
ment upon Ireland as that which England 
received under the Agricultural Rating 
Bill, but I would venture to remind the 
Committee that in that case the money 
went first into the pockets of the occupier. 
Tf it ultimately went to the landlord it did 
so by a process of filtration, through the 
pockets of the occupier. But in this case 
it goes direct to the landlord. The other 
point is that the Insh Secretary will not 
accept the five years’ limit, but he made 
it permanent, and that also makes it dif- 
ferent. The Irish landlords, under this 
Bill, will be in a far better position than 
the landlords of England ever were, 
because not only will they have this 
grant, but they will not pay any rates. 
They will derive a certain income from 
their land, and they not only get this 
£300,000 a year, but other privileges as 
well. I do not myself see what they have 
done to merit this generous treatment at 
the hands of the taxpayers. An honour- 
able Member said that they had driven 
the people mad or to America. You 
surely do not want to compensate them 
for that. I am quite certain that no one 
who has gone very deeply into this ques- 
tion can have done otherwise than 
have noticed that, to a very large extent, 
the disturbances in Ireland have been 
due to, and caused by, the rapacity of the 
Trish landlords. It was their handiwork 
in 1880, when they drew up Mr. Forster’s 
Compensation Bill, and all the disturb- 
ance and violence which has taken place 
in Ireland has been largely due to the 
Jandlords demanding rents which it was 
impossible for the tenants t6 pay. Since 
the Act of 1881, which was strenethened 
by the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary in 1895—the Land Act, 
by which fair rents were fixed—it will be 
seen that, to a very large degree, the 
disturbances have been mitigated. That 
has been because the people have been 
able to get fair rents, and have not been 
driven to the extremities to which starva- 
tion will reduce a man, whatever part of 
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the globe he may inhabit. What, may 
I ask, has Lord Clanricarde done to 
deserve that £500 « year should be paid 
into his pocket? I asked that question 
the other day of the Chief Secretary, but 
the right honourable Gentleman did not 
give me any answer, nor has any honour- 
able Member, so far as I am aware, given 
any answer to the question as to what 
this man has done to deserve that this 
money should be taken out of the pockets 
of the taxpayer and put into his own. 


Mr. DILLON: 


tenants. 


He has evicted his 


Mr. LAMBERT: I accept my honour- 
able Friend’s explanation. Is that what 
we are to pay it for? Now, the English 
landlords, in their degree, have never 
been guilty of the same atrocities as have 
their Irish confréres. You have no 
starving tenantry in England as they 
have in Ireland, and I think that it isa 
scandalous shame that in this country, 
overflowing with wealth as it is, there 
should be any people who are unable to 
get a decent meal, when they are able 
and willing to work, as the Irish pea- 
santry are. I asked, the other day, who 
were the chief landlords in Ireland, and 
I find, from Mr. Thom’s Directory, an 
official directory, and one which can be 
taken as reliable—— 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, no! 


Mr. LAMBERT: The right honourable 
Gentleman says it cannot be taken as 
reliable, but I think it can. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
official. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Well, it is not offi- 
cial, but it may be taken as a reliable 
I find that in the west of Ireland 
Lord Dillon is now receiving, mak- 
ing allowance for the 25 _ per 
cent. reduction in rent now made, 
£14,323. He will get under this 
Bill a poor rate of 8d. in the &, 
amounting to £477 a year. The Mar- 
quess of Sligco—I take the figures from 
the same authority—will get on poor 
rate £300 a year. This is very different 


It is not 


work. 
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Government is meting out to the starv- 
ing tenantry in that district. They 
give them a very small amount 
indeed—some 2s. 6d. or 3s. a week 
—provided that they work very hard 
for it. These two landlords get sufficient, 
at all events, to provide them with cham- 
pagne. Now, I cannot understand by 
what right or title men who have 
neglected their duties in the past should 
be endowed with this gigantic sum. The 
only reason which I could obtain was 
that I, as a Member of this House, voted 
for the Second Reading of the Agricul- 
tural Rates Bill. I supported the Govern- 
ment in 1886, when they opposed 
the Act which they are now advo- 
cating, the extension of the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act to Ireland. 
In 1897 the Government rejected a pro- 
posal of the honourable Member for Derry 
City that the Agricultural Rating Act of 
England should be extended to Ireland. 
In May, 1898—this year—they advocate 
very strongly that this Bill should be 
extended to Ireland. I was very much 
taken to task by the honourable Member 
for Stroud for my inconsistency in this 
matter. He came down here with a great 
show of principle, and held up his hands 
in holy horror at the very suggestion that 
anything like bribery wasin any way con- 
templated. The honourable Gentleman 
said just now, “ We get, on condition that 
we swallow this Act, a certain amount of 
money.” That seemed to me to sound 
somewhat like bribery. I would like to 
examine a little into the consistency of 
the honourable Gentleman upon this 
question. In 1896 he gave a silent vote 
on the Government side rejecting the 
extension of the Agricultural Rating Act 
to Ireland. In 1897 he came down and 
spoke, and voted in favour of its rejec- 
tion. He said it was not fair to extend 
the Agricultural Rating Act to Ireland 
because the circumstances of the two 
countries were not at all similar. Now, if 
it was not fair to extend this Act to Ire- 
land in 1897, because of the dissimilarity 
of the circumstances, how does the 
honourable Gentleman reconcile it to his 
mind that it is fair in 1898? I should 
like to have an answer to that question. 
It appears to me that the honourable and 
learned Gentleman supports the Govern- 
ment through thick and thin. He is a 
very accomplished lawyer, we know, but 
I am very much afraid that the advocate 
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is very much overcome by the politician. 
If the Government says, as they some- 
times do, that a thing is very black, he 
puts on the robe of mourning; but when 
they say that it is bright and shining, he 
dons the wedding garment. Under those 
circumstances, I deprecate his coming 
down here to criticise my consistency. I 
object to this grant upon the ground also 
that, whilst going into the pockets 
of the landlords of Ireland, it will 
perpetuate a system already wasteful 
and extravagant, which, rich as we 
are, we ought not to allow. The 
Imperial expenditure of this country 
is something like £70,000,000, the 
contribution of Ireland towards that 
expenditure is something like £2,000,000. 
When this Bill is passed it will only be 
£1,200,000, and I think, as an English 
Member of this House, I have a right to 
speak and vote on this matter, which is 
one in which the English constituencies 
are so vitally interested. I contend that 
although such a measure ag the Agricui- 
tural Rates Bill was given to England, 
there is no reason for a similar Bill being 
given to Ireland. The circumstances are 
not the same in the two countries. Eng- 
land is a rich country, and if she likes 
to give a certain amount of money to 
the landlords of the country it is a matter 
which only concerns herself ; but Ireland, 
on the other hand, is a poor country, 
and she cannot afford to put this money 
into her landlords’ pockets. There is no 
getting away from the fact that thiy 
grant will be taken into account wher 
the next discussion upon the financial 
relations of Ireland and England comes 
before this House. I am perfectly certaix 
that honourable Gentlemen will rise im 
their places then and say there is 
£300,000 going to the landlords of 
Ireland, and that must be taken into 
eccount when the contribution she is to 
pay comes to be considered. I candidly 
admit that I do not believe in this 
similarity of treatment for the two 
countries. I voted for Home Rule, and 
I hope I am consistent in opposing the 
Rating Act as applied to Ireland. It is 
not necessary for Ireland ; and I contend 
that this amount of £300,000 a year 
could be more advantageously applied in 
other ways. The honourable Member for 
Derry City said, the other day, that if 


nothing were done for the Iandlords of 
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Ireland everybody knew the fate which 
this Bill might expect to meet with in 
another place. I cbject to pay £300,000 a 
year in order to pass this Bill into law. 
It is not the habit or the tradition of the 
Liberal Party to bribe tha House of 
Lords in order that they may obtain 
their consent to proper and good legisla- 
tion. This is an act of political corrup- 
tion of the deepest dye. Let me give one 
instance of this policy. Suppose that the 
London County Council had made up its 
mind to effect a desirable improvement 
in the city of London, and suppose that 
council had decided to pay two of the 
members of the county council for 
the purpose of buying their con- 
sent ta the improvement being made, 
honourable Gentleman opposite would go 
about the country and denounce the 
London County Council in the most un- 
measured terms as guilty of bribery and 
corruption ; but what is happening here? 
Two of the Members of the Cabinet are 
going under this Bill to receive a very 
large sum of money. They will get under 
this Bill £1,646 a year. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): What 
will Lord Londonderry get? 


Mr. LAMBERT: According to Thom’s 
Directory he will get half the poor rate 
of 13. 4d. in the £—+that is to say, &d. 
in the £. So that he will receive 
£932 poor rate; and, if we take into 
account what he will receive out of the 
county cess, he will get £1,395. 


Cotone. WARING (Down, N.): 1 
would like to correct the honourable 
Gentleman upon this point. Lord Lon- 
donderry has sold the greater part of his 
Irish property, and will, therefore, not 
receive any such amount. All that which 
the honourable Gentleman has given us 
is ancient history. 


_ Mr. LAMBERT: I can only say that 
in my speech I am quoting from the 
official directory. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, not 
official. 


Cotonen WARING: What 
directory ? 


Mr. LAMBERT: Thom’s. 


officiat 
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Cotone, WARING: Compiled 13 or 14 
years ago. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I am quoting from 
Thom’s Official Directory, 1898, ana 
honourable Gentlemen opposite have 
already admitted that it is a reliable 
authority. 


CotonseL WARING: In some respects. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The _ honourable 
Gentleman has anticipated what I was 
about to say. When it suits honourable 
Gentlemen they will quote it, but when 
it does not, then it is not reliable. Now 
I observe that Lord Londonderry wrote a 
letter—which has only reached my hands 
since I have been in the House, to the 
Times—but if Lord Londonderry will 
only do me the honour to read my speech, 
he will see that I quoted the figures from 
the directory. It was the 1873 valuation 
from which I deducted 25 per cent. for 
agricultural depression. I gave those 
figures when I commenced my speech, 
and also the authority upon which I 
gave them; therefore, I cannot for the 
life of me see why he should question my 
accuracy in the matter. If there is any 
inaccuracy at all, then it is on the part 
of the directory, which is reliable when 
it suits the honourable Gentlemen oppo- 
site, and untrustworthy when it does not. 
Here is a splendid opportunity for doing 
something for Ireland, in the way of 
education, for instance. The very first part 
of this Bill proposes to disfranchise the 
illiterate voters. Now, this money might 
be used to educate them ; but if you give 
it to the Irish landlords it will not do so. 
Lord Londonderry admits that he will 
receive £180 a year under this Bill. Wilf 
any of the money which he receives 
educate a single one of the peasants in 
Ireland, or, in the way of education, give 
any assistance to one out of five of these 
illiterate people in Ireland, who are un- 
able to read or write? Not one. There 
is again a good opportunity of spending 
this £300,000 a year in another wav. 
You may give it to the county councils 
of Ireland, following the precedent of 
the English county councils. £3,000,00C 
was given to the English county councils 
for the purpose of effecting any desir- 
able improvement. All the county councils 
of Ireland have to depend upon, and 
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upon which they will have to rely, are 
the rates levied off the poorest portion of 
the population of the United Kingdom ; 
and we know that in many instances the 
distress is so acute, as the honourable 
Member for East Mayo and other honour- 
able Gentlemen have pointed out in this 
House, that these people cannot keep 
ody and soul together. The money 
which goes to the Irish landlords will 
have to comé out of the pockets of the 
taxpayer, and I protest against it. If mv 
‘Amendment is carried the-tenants wi!! 
get their relief, while the effect of it will 
be to prevent any sum going to the Irish 
landlords, who, in my opinion, and, as } 
contend, do not deserve it. And there is 
another thing—itis not a precedent to be 
followed that we, as Members of Parlia- 
ment, should bribe a particular interest 


to accept proper and just legislation. I 
beg to move the Amendment which 
stands in my name. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The} 


honourable Gentleman seems to think | 
that by constantly reiterating exactly 
the same arguments over and over again 
he can convert the Committee to a view 
which it has two or three times rejected | 
by a large majority. 
Gentleman has 


The honourabie | 
given us absolutely | 
nothing but the same speech three times 
over. He has not offered a single fresh 
argument to those which failed to con- 
vince the Committee on former occasions. 
The only thing he has done is to add the 
names of two more landlords to his black 

list. The Member ccm- 
plains that his arguments have neve: 

been met. The answer is obvious. to 
everybody in the House except, perhe aps, 


to the very small party to which he 
belongs. 


honourable 


Mr. LAMBERT: We got two of you" 
men in the Division upon the last 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The whole 
matter can be put into a nutshell. In 
the first place it is universally admitted 
that it is not unreasonable that some 
relief should be given. to Irish agricul- 
ture and to those interested in it. It 
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is universally admitted that it is’ desir- 
able to assimilate the local government 
of Ireland to that of England, but it 
is also generally admitted that in order 
to do that we must introduce certain 
safecuards, and this is what we desire 
to do.. The Bill combines these two 
'things ; andI venture to say that not only 
the House, but the country generally, 
accepts the proposal. 


| *Mr. DAVITT: The Chief Secretary 
‘complains that my honourable Friend’s 
speech has been delivered more than 
once. -I am very glad of it. I think it 
is a very. good speech, and I wish I 
were able to deliver it again myself. My 
honourable Friend, in the beginning of 
his observations, expressed himself as 
being unable to understard why all this 
money. was going to the Irish landlords. 
| My honourable Friend, in that remark. 
| was only showing the usual ignorance of 
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ithe average Enelishman in connection 
|with Irish affairs: otherwise he would 
understand why the Clanricardes and 
|Londonderrys and the rest were going to 
iget this bribe. In the first place they 
| are the deadliest enemies of the national 
| 

| 





sentiment of Ireland: they have harried 
the people, and they have unroofed ths 
|cabins of the peasantry: they have in- 
|flicted rack rents : they have studded the 
[country with workhouses ; and they are 
‘responsible for the poverty of Ireland 
| to-day. Surely that is some work for 
which they deserve a reward from Eng- 
« | land. They have carried cut England’s 
dirty work for centuries, and that is why 
.| they are going to be relieved to the ex- 
itent of £300,000 every year under this 
| Bill, whilst the Irish agriculturists have 
| £20,000 for one year, for 50,000 people 
| who are in a state of semi-starvation. 
|Let me add this—that, notwithstanding 
‘the fact that the landlords are to receive 
‘this large sum every year, Iam not aware 
\that asingle man among them, in antici- 
pation of this addition to their incomes, 
has subscribed one cent towards the 
relief of the starving peasantry. I sup- 
port this Amendment. I am opposed to 


the principle embodied in this clause. It 
is a nefarious principle. It is taking 
off their shoulders’ the _ obligation 


which is legally and morally theirs, 
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namely, that the landlords should 
subscribe to the relief of that poverty 
which is the result cf their own acts. 
I will quote a few words which appeared 
in the Z’vmes more than a generation ago, 
when public money was being voted for 
the relief of agricultural distress in Ire 
land. On the 6th January, 1847, it was 
stated— 


“For the future we will take no denial. We 
in England maintain our own poor ; and unless 
the Irish landlords are prepared to see the 
British public deliberately, formally, and 
explicitly demanding a summary confiscation 
of the whole soil of Ireland, they must and 
shall maintain them.” 


{ am sorry that the Zimes of to-day doe; 
not reiterate its principles of a generation 
ago. Then it believed that the Irish 
landlords should support the whole poor 
of Ireland out of their land revenues. 
And now what the Government propose 
is that the starving peasantry of Ireland 
should be saddled with these burdens, and 
that the Duke of Devonshire, and the 
Marquess of Londonderry, and other poor 
men who have to live on only £100 000 
or £150,000 a year, shall have £1,000 or 
£2,000 a year added to their incomes 
out of the earnings of the taxpaying 
mechanics of Ireland and the working 
men of Great Britain. That same paper, 
speaking on this very subject of granting 
money to the privileged interest, wrote— 


“A confederacy of rich proprietors to dun 
the National Exchequer, and eke out of their 
resources that emplovment for the poor which 
they themselves are bound to provide by every 
sense of duty to a land from which they derive 
their incomes. It is too bad that the Irish 
landlords should come and ask charity of the 
English and Scotch mechanic; but it seems 
that those who forget their duties, forget. ali 
shame. ‘The Irish rent must be paid twice 
ever.” 


The Irish landlords exact a rent out of 
all proportion to the economic value of 
the land, and now they must come to 
this House and get another contribution 
out of the pockets of the taxpayers 
of these three countries. But I have a 
strong view in support of my opposi- 
tion to this clause —a view which I am 
sure will recommend itself to the Com- 
mittee. It was also expressed in connec- 
tion with one of those many periodical 
grants of public money to the so-called 


foyal landlord garrison-of Ireland. The 


{16 May 1898} 





(Ireland) Bill. 1430 


Duke of Wellington, writing on the 7th 
July, 1830, on an occasion when some 
relief was being asked from Parliament 
for the Irish landlords, used these 
words— 


“T confess that the annual recurring starva- 
tion in Ireland for a_ period differing, 
according to the goodness or badness of the 
season, from one week to three months, gives 
me more uneasiness than any other evil exist- 
ing in the United Kingdom. Now, when this 
misfortune occurs, there is no relief or mitiga- 
tion, except a recourse to public money. ‘ihe 
proprietors of the country, those who ought to 
think for the people, to foresee their misfor- 
tune, and to provide beforehand a remedy for 
it, are amusing themselves in the. clubs of 
London, in Cheltenham or Bath, or on the 
Continent, and the Government are made 
responsible for the evil, and they must find the 
remedy for it where they can—anywhere, ex- 
cepting in the pockets of the Irish gentlemen. 
Then, if they give public money to provide a 
remedy for this distress, it is applied to all 
purposes excepting the one for which it is 
given; and most particularly to that one—the 
payment of the arrears of an exorbitant rent.” 


Those are views which ought to make 
some impression upon the Committee. 
I say that there has been agricultural 
distress in Ireland, and there is agricul- 
tural distress in Ireland; but how are 
you going to relieve it? By coming to 
the assistance of your own _ political 
friends and supporters. If you are pre- 
pared honestly to extend the helping 
hand to the cultivators of the soil in 
Ireland, and devote this money directly 
to those who work on the land, then I 
believe you will meet with very little 
opposition on this side of the House. 
But you are taking advantage of the 
fact that the landlord interest owns both 
branches of the Legislature. When this 
is done in America they call it “ boodle,” 
and when the “boodler” is caught in 
that work he is sent to Sing-Sing. 
You have only to do the same thing 
under another name here, and you are 
promoted to the Privy Council. I do 
not care if IT am only one voice amongst 
the five millions of Trish people ; I would 
denounce this nefarious work. It will 
make the solution of the Irish land diffi- 
eulty all the more difficult. The moment 
Her Majesty’s signature is put to this 
Measure you. are adding at _ least 
20 millions to the value of Irish 
landlord property. If you are going 
to solve the agrarian difficulty in 


Ce a en ee Se 








1431 


this generation you will make the 
tenants in Ireland pay all this, in addi- 
tion to what will otherwise have to be 
paid. And this is your Imperial legisla- 
tion. I say that there never was in the 
history of any constitutionally governed 
country a more infamous, or more dis- 
honest proposal than this. 


Local Government 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): It is 
very hard for anyone to remember what 
is the precise proposal before the Com- 
mittee, after hearing the very strong 
speeches that have been delivered. These 
speeches have been entirely about Irish 
landlords, and there is not a word about 
landlords in the clause we are dealing 
with. The proposal is that in extending 
this agricultural grant to Ireland half of 
the poor rate should not be paid, as 
has been done in Great Britain. With 
regard to the landlords, I object to 
the releasing of any class of its fair con- 
tribution of taxation. Such an exemp- 
tion, however, as that ought to be dealt 
with on broad lines in a Bill that would 
apply equally to this country and to Ire- 
land. It ought not to be dragged like 
a red herring across this proposal. 
The proposal is that half the cost of 
maintaining the Irish poor law system 
in the agricultural districts should be 
paid by the Government. There never 
was a more infamous burden cast upon 
Ireland than the poor law system which 
this House cast upon it, and now, at the 
elcventh hour, nothing could be more just 
than that it should fall upon the shoul- 
ders of the Parliament that invented it. I 
am told it will only relieve one class, 
and that is the landlords. That is 
totally untrue. [ venture to say that 
one of the largest and most deserving 
classes in Ireland is the class of tenant 
farmers who have bought their land, and 
who will share with the landlords the 
full relief of this grant. My honourable 
Friends ask how much the landlords will 
get. They are waiting to tempt me into 
these doubtful statistics, of which the 
Committee has already heard too much. 
My honourable Friend said the other day 
that a certain landlord would 
altogether £2,000 by this clause; but 
the landlord wrote to the TJimes on 
Saturday and explained that he would 
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only get £180. I think my honourable 
Friend made a very inadequate with- 
drawal of that statement. I think there 
has been the grossest exaggeration as ta 
what the landlords will get under this 
particular clause. I will say to my 
honourable Friends on this side of the 
House below the Gangway, that within 
the limits of justice I am as ready to do 
what is right to the Irish landlord as to 
the Irish tenant. We have already dealt, 
with the same subject in England and 
Wales. In these places we have given 
the relief of half the poor rate. How, 
then, can we exclude the poor rate from 
the grant in Ireland? I should like for 
a moment to glance at one or two 
of the arguments my honourable Friend 
who has moved the Amendment has so 
often used. He said that if the money 
were applied to good purposes he would 
vote for it. With great respect I ques- 
tion that. I put it in this way: we 
had this proposal before us with regard 
to Devonshire. The South Molton divi- 
sion of Devonshire is very much 
like Ireland; but when we had the pro- 
posal before us with regard to South 
Molton my honourable Friend said 
nothing about education. He did not 
speak of the admirable purposes to which 
the grant might be applied. He said— 
“Pay half our rates, and you can confer 
no greater benefit upon us.” I think the 
House should attach some weight to what 
my honourable Friend said on that occa- 
sion. He said also, as a further argu- 
ment why this grant should not be given 
to Ireland, that in Lord Farrer’s Report 
it was stated that Ireland ought to con- 
tribute the sum of £3,000,000 to the 
Imperial taxation instead of the amount 
she does contribute. No statement 
appears in Lord Farrer’s Report. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I take leave to say 
that in the Report a fair contribution 
towards the Imperial taxation was put as 
one-twentieth. The Imperial expendi- 
ture is £60,000,000 a year, and one- 
twentieth of £60,000,000 would be 
£3,000,000 a year. 


*Mr. LOUGH: He used the specific 
words “ £3,000,000.” I put Lord Farrer’s 
Report into his hand, and asked him to 
show me the statement. It was because 
he did not that I venture to make the 
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statement I have done. All I have got 
to add is that, if the Irish landlord gets 
some relief under the Bill, it only places 
him in the same position as the English 
landlords. They do not pay any of the 
rate, and the Irish landlord will not pay 
any of the rate. As I have said, then, 
this immunity ought to be dealt with 
under a general law, that landlords 
should contribute their share to the 
general taxation. But if we are to con- 
sider the case of the two sets of landlords, 
I think the best defence could be made 
out for the Irish landlord. He is not 
like the London ground landlord, or the 
English landlord in rural districts. He 
cannot do what he likes with his own. 
A court is set up, and he gets ro 
rent except that which the court gives 
him. That puts the Irish landlord in a 
very different position from the English 
landlord. 


*Mr. DAVITT: Does he spend his 
revenue for the good of the people? 


*Mr. LOUGH: He does not spend as 
much as he ought. 


*Mr. DAVITT: Does he not get a fair 
rent? 


*Mr. LOUGH: The difference between 
my honourable Friend and myself is that 
he exclusively blames the Irish landlord 
for the misgovernment of the country. 
1 blame this House, and not the 
Irish landlords, for all that is wrong 
in the system there. The Irish 
jandlord does not exercise any right in 
Ireland which this House has not per- 
mitted him to exercise. If there is any- 
thing unjust in the system the House 
is here to put it right. My argument 
is, that we are only allowing half the 
poor rate—a precedent set in England 
and Wales—and that the Irish landlord 
does not benefit any more than the 


English landlord. 


Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): The Chief Secre- 
tary objected very much to reiteration ; 
but if there were no reiteration the Ses- 
sion would end in two months. He also 
objected to my honourable Friends below 
me for making their speeches in the same 
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direction, and using the same argu- 
ments; he objected because neither 


of these speeches was an answer. I - 


hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will make another speech on the 
Report in the same direction. My 
honourable Friend below me has been 
rather unfairly attacked because he did 
not go straight on the English Bill. I 
spoke to my honourable Friend at the 
time, but it had no effect. But his sins 
have found him out, and I forgive him 
because of the gallant fight he has made 
on this Bill. This is an important 
clause and an important discussion. The 
other night the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said that this part of the Bill 
was vital to the whole Bill. I quite 
agree with that; it is the grease of the 
wheel, and the wheel cannot go round 
without it. What we have to consider is 
whether a certain portion of public 
money of this country should be paid to 
a certain set of people. I do not see why 
we should do that in this House. 
Whether this clause is in or not, the Bill 
will pass through this House. Of course, 
the Ministerialists will support it. It 1s 
supported on this side of the House by 
Members of the Liberal Party—it was 
carried unanimously on the Second Read- 
ing, and Irish Members will support it 
without this clause in it. Why is it 
thought to be necessary to speak on this 
Bill? It seems to me that the real reason 
is that you cannot carry the Bill through 
in another place without this clause in 
it. 


Mr. HEALY: Hear, hear! 


Sirk W. LAWSON: My honourable 
Friend appears to be a warm supporter 
of the House of Lords, but I am not sure 
we are not responsible to the House of 
Lords. Every Member of this House is 
responsible to his own conscience and his 
constituents, and to nothing else in the 
world, especially in the matter of spend- 
ing public money, which, after all, is one 
of the most important functions we have 
to perform. When we vote public money 
we vote it for some public service. We 
vote it to soldiers, to inventors, to men 
who discover new lands. But what has 
this class done? They have invented or 
discovered nothing for us. Have they 
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fought for us? Well, they have bled us. 
In addition to those, there are other 
persons to whom we vote public money. 
We give grants now and then to destitute 
persons; but they must be very desti- 
tute. Last Friday we spent the whole 
evening discussing whether we should 
vote public money to those who, we all 
admitted, were very destitute. The Bill, 
the Second Reading of which my honour- 
able Friend voted for two years ago, was 
for the benefit of people who were said 
to be very much distressed—persons con- 
nected with British agriculture. I was 
one of thoso persons; I was a destitute 
person. I sat up all night and voted 
against any money being given to these 
people ; but the House persisted in giving 
it to them, and last year, for the relief 
of my poverty and distress, I got £37 5s. 
under the Agricultural Rating Act. Just 
after all that money had been voted to 
the English—I must not say landlords, 
or I should be shouted at—the English 
agriculturists, what did Lord Cobham 
say? He was Chairman of that Royal 
Commission which sat so long, and he 
made a speech soon after the passing of 
the Act in which he said that if there 
was a business in the world which was 
pleasant and satisfactory and profitable, 
it was the business of agriculture. Those 
are the people to whom you vote this 
money—those destitute people. I thought 
we made a mistake there. We voted 
money to people who were not so 
destitute as we thought. Prices are going 
up, and surely the landlords are not so 
destitute. It seems to me that the policy 
of this Government is to vote these doles. 
We are reversing the practice of Robin 
Hood. Robin Hood, we are told, robbed 
the rich to give to the poor; but this 
Government robs the poor to give to the 
rich. Tho rich are filled with good 
things, and the poor go away empty. It 
reminds me of an American who, the 
other day, when he was standing on a 
Cunard boat at Liverpool, said, “Is there 
any man, woman, or child in this country 
whom | have not tipped! If so, now is 
their time.” I cannot see for the life of 
me that this is a proper expenditure cf 
public money. What is a landlord? I 
am a landlord. A landlord qué landlord 
is nothing more than a drawer of rent. 
An English landlord is no use, and an 
Irish landlord is worse than an English 
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landlord. I have been in this House as. 
long as many of my Irish friends. For 
many years my ears have been deafened 
with the denunciations of Irish land- 
lords ; and, although they have not been 
so bad as they have been made out, yet, 
at any rate, they are the cause of all the 
Trish troubles. It is said, “Those who 
live leng sce hope.” If anybody had 
told me that I should live to see what 
I see in this House to-day I should have 
called him a lunatic. But I have lived 
to see a combinaticn of Enelish Tories 
and Irish Nationalists rob the tax- 
payers of this count-y—— 


*Mr. DAVITT: And 


cf Treland. 


Sir W. LAWSCN: To rev the rate- 
payers of the United Kingdem, to black- 
mail and to fill the pockets of the Irish 
landlords. I say that is not a state of 
things which is creditable to this House. 
It is to me one of the shadiest and least 
reputable things this House has done for 
many a year. I think it will_bring this 
House into contempt. For my part I 
am glad to give my voice and vote to 
aid those who have declared that it is 
not the duty of the House to spend 


money in this flagitiows manner. 
Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucester, Stroud): 

I want to say a few words only. 
I join issue entirely with what the 


honourable Baronet said who has just sat 
down. He has expressed the view that 
this is flagitious robbery. In my opinion 
the clause is absolutely just for two 
reasons. I want to state very shortly 
why. I wish it to be supported in 
this House and in the country at large. 
The first reason undoubtedly is that a 
grant similar in amount and similar in 
principle has been ~iven in England. 
There is an unanswerable claim that Ire- 
land should be treated in the same way. 
I have not heard on either side of the 
House any speech which, in my opinion, 
gave an answer to this unanswerable 
claim that Ireland should be treated on 
the same basis as England herself was 
treated under the Agricultural Rating 
Act in 1896. I want to appeal on one 
other point. Not only has Ireland this 
unanswerable claim, but the principle we 
are extending to Ireland is in itself am 
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absolutely just and righteous principle. 
It is not a matter to which the honour- 
able Member for South Molton referred 
—that he voted one way last year, or 
that he is voting another way this year. 
It is simply this: that everyone who has 
studied this rating question will agree that 
as regards the incidence of rating, an 
unfair burden is placed on real property. 
Well, I think everybody was agreed that 
that was the case. The right honourable 
Gentleman who represents Welverhamp- 
ton—an« there is not a greater authority 
upon rating questions than he is—agrees 
upon this pvint, and I believe that nearly 
every Member who has looked into this 
question does allow that the burden of 
rating is urfair upon real property as 
compared with the burden of rating cp 
personal property. And it was because of 
this experience that the Royal Commis- 
sion on Local Taxation, amongst other 
reasons, considered how far inequalities 
could be adjusted on the question of 
rating. Now, starting from that point, 
what was the principle of the Rating Act 
of England—the principle of which we 
propose to extend to Ireland? It was 
simply this: that as regards agricultural 
iand we should maxe a start in rating 
reform, in order to take the first step, 
so far as we could, in equalising the 
burden as between real and _ personal 
property. Lhere was no question of doles 
or of bribery, and farless any question of 
political corruption. The simple question 
was whether, and how far, we could put 
an end to what was almost admitted to 
be an injustice known to people who are 
familiar with these rating questions. 





Mr. J. SAMUEL (Stockton): Will the 
honourable and learned Member say 
whether that grant would have been 
given in England if there had not been 
a surplus? 


Mr. CRIPPS: I can say, in answer to 
the honourable Gentleman opposite, 
that it had nothing to do with the 
point as regards these rating questions. 
The thing was simply this, that we 
wanted to take this step in rating reform 
in order to be able to remove an ad- 
mitted injustice, and there is no ground 
for honourable Members opposite, in 
dealing with a question of that kind, 
talking about doles or bribes or political 
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corruption. So far from being either the 
one or the other, it is merely a question 
of relieving people interested in the land 
—TI do not care whether you call them 
tenants, owners, or landlords—from an un- 
fair burden from which, for a long period 
of time, they had suffered. That was the 
principle on which this House passed the 
Agricultural Rating Act for England, and 
that is the principle on which we ought 
to extend it to Ireland, in order to do 
away in Ireland with an injustice whicte 
has already been removed in England. 
Mr. WHITTAKER: Why did you vote 
for the principle cf the equivalent grant? 


Tus CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: Order, crder! Mr. Cripps. 


Mr. CRIPPS: Now let me deal with 
one other argument. The honourable 
Member for South Molton says this is 
merely a personal matter, but I deal with 
the matter on a question of principle, 
I do not 
care whether the honourable Member for 
South Molton voted one way one year 


which is far more important. 


and cne way last year, for the princinle 
involved here is very simple. But there 
was an argumert that I should like to 
say a word about. It seemed to ba 
thought that in regard to this grant im 
aid of agricultural land an _ unfair 
difference was made as between urban 
and rural districts. I entirely deny that ; 
I say they are equally interested in 
dealing with a rating injustice of this 
kind, and I hope the relief given to rurat 
districts will be extended to the urban 
districts of either Ireland or England. 
Now, Sir, only one word on a personal 
question. The honourable Member for the 
Spen Valley asked me why I voted in 
support of the equivalent grant as pro- 
posed by the Government last Session. 
I voted for it for this simple reason, that 
I thought that until certain questions had 
been dealt with as regards rating in Tre- 
land, and that until some large Measure 
had been passed dealing with them, the 
principle of the equivalent grant was a 
right one. I expressed that opinion Iasé 
year, and I express it again now. Any- 
one who understands these questions 
must feel that, as regards local govern- 
ment, and as regards rating questions, 
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there are the greatest reforms in this 
Bill, as I think, most useful reforms, 
bringing the system in Ireland more or 
less to the same basis as the system in 
England. This is the time when you ought 
to give the same reform in Ireland which 
has already been given in England. It 
is not a question of whether the tenant 
or the landlord get the benefit of it. 
What we want to do is to remove the in- 
justice which places an unfair burden on 
land; directly you go beyond that, and 
consider what person gets the benefit of 
it, a difficulty arises. I have only said 
these few words upon that point because 
I wish to protest against the reiteration 
of words such as “corruption,” 
“doles,” and “bribery,” when we are 
simply seeking to put an end to an in- 
justice already admitted in England, and 
which ought now to be removed in Ire- 
land. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicester, Harborough) : 
I made a protest on the Second Readinz 
of the Bill, and I wish to say a few words 
now, because I feel it my duty to enter 
my solemn protest against this money 
being given to the Irish landlords. I 
hope my honourable Friend who spoke 
last from these Benches will believe me 
when I say that, at any rate, I have voted 
straight on this question. I have opposed 
the granting of relief for landlords, 
whether English landlords or Irish land- 
flords, from first to last, and I shall con- 
tinue to do so; and I do so, Mr. Lowther, 
because the money which is being given 
to these men, be they Irish landlords or 
English landlords, comes out of the 
pockets of the poorest portion of the com- 
munity. The money for these grants 
comes out of the Imperial Exchequer, 
and the Imperial Exchequer is re- 
plenished very largely by the very poorest 
of our people. Of every £100 that goes 
into that fund, £65 at the very leas: 
is contributed by those who consume 
taxable commodities in this country, 
and I am opposed to this grant for that 
reason. The poorest people in this 
country will have to find the money, and 
I only hope that the electors in my 
honourable Friend the Member for 
{slington’s constituency will bear that in 
mind the next time they are asked to 


Mr. Cripps. 
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record their votes. On behalf, Sir, of a 
large number of agricultural labourers in 
this country, who, to the eternal diszrace 
of England, are kept in the low state by 
living on a wage of 9s. or 10s. a week, 
I enter my most solemn protest agains: 
this bribe being given to Irish landlords. 
As I have said, giving money to any land- 
lords in England is, in my opinion, a 
waste of public funds; but any man whe 
has been across to the other side of the 
Channel and seen the poor Irish labourer 
starvizg on one side of the road when 
there is any quantity of land on the other 
side of the road simply in need of culti- 
vation—any man, I say, who has seen 
that, and is yet able to vote for this 
Measure, has a conscience which I, at 
any rate, cannot understand. To relieve 
the landlords of the poor rates only agegra- 
vates the offence in my eyes. I am one 
of those who believe that the first charges 
upon any country should be for the 
maintenance of the people reared and 
cradled on that land, and the first of 
those charges is the relief of the pocr 
people in the country. I have made my 
protest, as I said, and I am not going to 
detain the House by repeating it. I am 
not here to abuse any landlords. It does 
not need me to do that, but I will quote 
what I have got to say from the words of 
the London TZimes newspaper. The 
London 7imes once said— 


“It is useless to go on abusing the Irish 

landlords ; their name already stinks to the ends 
of the earth.” 
You might as well expatiate on the vices 
of wolves as say what you think of a 
class of men who jor selfishness and 
cruelty have no parallel, and never had 
# parallel, in the history of the civilised 
world. The Irish landlords’ only idea of a 
cottier is a payer of rent, and his only 
idea of an English Government is a 
squanderer of grants. When the cottier 
can pay no more money he turns him 
out to die, and when the Government 
will spend no more money he turns round 
and blackguards them. Sir, it strikes me 
very forcibly that it is because the present 
Government fear that the present 
race of Irish landlords will turn round 
upon them that they have agreed to 
give them this bribe as a means vi 
getting their support, and I oppose this 
Measure simply in justice to the poor 
Irish people. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: In regard 
to the proposal we are now discussing, 
I cannot forget how the operations 
with regard to it were practically com- 
menced this afternoon. Those opera- 
tions were begun in the first instance by 
a Motion to limit the grant to five years, 
and that proposal was eloquently sup- 
ported by the honourable Member for 
South Molton. But I hope he will forgive 
me for saying that I think, after a third 


speech in almost the same _ words, 
even Demosthenes himself would 
pause. The honourable Member de- 


sired to limit the grant to Ireland for 
five years. That was the beginning of 
the operations to which I have referred. 
And then the honourable Member for 
Mayo moved that the grant should be 
given not merely from September next, 
but from March last. That was equally 
opposed by the honourable Gentleman 
opposite, I think, and by others of the 
same class of opinion. And, having failed 
to limit the grant for five years, and 
having refused to give it for six months 
more, it is only natural that they should 
now fasten upon this particular proposal! 
and beat it with denunciations of the 
Irish landlords. Now I intend to explain 
in a few words why I shall support the 
Government in regard to this proposal. 
Sir, when the Bill of last year was intro- 
duced the First Lord of the Treasury 
announced this plan. He made no secret 
of it, and no sooner had he announced 
it than the honourable Member for Mayo, 
the honourable Member for Waterford, 
and myself, as well as the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for Trinity 
College, and, I think, one or two other 
representative Irishmen opposite, got up 
and announced their support of the plan. 
I think that the right honourable Mem- 
ber for Stirlingshire, speaking on behalf 
of Her Majesty’s Opposition, also got up to 
announce his support of the plan. Well, 
Sir, if anything ever approached the 
dimensions of a Parliamentary bargain I 
think the acceptance and the receptioa 
given by the Opposition of all shades, 
and without opposition from any shade, 
to that speech of the First Lord of the 
Treasury amounted fairly to a Parliamen- 
tary bargain. I have not got the speech of 


the First Lord of the Treasury at this 
moment before me, but, as I recollect is, 
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the statement of the right honourable 
Gentleman was that half the money to 
be granted would be given in relief of the 
county cess, which we knew would go 
to the tenant, and half in relief of the 
poor rate, which we knew must go to 
the landlord, and that statement and 
that speech, I say, were received without 
a whisper of dissent from any section 
of this House. Well, now, what is more, 
this Bill has been before the Irish people 
as well as the English people for all this 
long space of time, and I think something 
like nine if not almost twelve months since 
that speech was made, and so far as I 
can infer from Irish opinion, I have not 
seen a single resolution produced against 
this particular allocation of the money. 
And therefore, Sir, I think that those of 
us who accepted that statement of the 
First Lord of the Treasury a year ago are 
bound to give efficacy to our acceptance 
to-day by supporting this Motion. There 
is another reason for doing so, and it is 
this: the Government have announced 
that there are two essential elements of 
their scheme. There is to be relief of 
the occupier and there is to be relief of 
the owner. How should I like it if honour- 
able Gentlemen were to oppose the first 
because of the action of Irish tenants in 
the past? How should I like it if the 
honourable Member for Armagh were to 
decline to vote any money to Irish 
tenants and say—“I think they are a 
wild and disorderly people, and I refuse 
to give them a shilling of this money?” 
Would any Member, on being asked 
“Are you in favour of the Bill as a 


whole?” pick and choose to vote for parti- 
cular bits of the Bill which he liked, and 
to vote against others which he disliked, 
well knowing that if he gave effect to his 
choice in the Lobby he would kill alike 
the good and bad parts of the Bill? I 
remember the Home Rule Bill of 1886, 
and that in the Bill of 1893 Mr. Gladstone 
made a number of proposals which I very 
much disliked. One of them was that we 
should give three millions as practically 
a contribution to John Bull. I might, on 
that occasion, had I desired to single 
myself out as being specially patriotic and 
zealous for the Irish cause, have said, 
“Am I going to vote guns to slaughter 
3K 
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the Afridis; am I going to vote dyna- 
mite for blowing up the natives of 
Africa ; am I going to provide ships or 
men for keeping down various people all 
over the world, from Sierra Leone to 
Zululand!” I might have used every 
one of these arguments, and used them 
in that sense, and have shown that I 
alone was the real Simon Pure amongst 
the Nationalists. Furthermore, Mr. 
Gladstone refused even to call the Irish 
legislative body a Parliament, and one 
of the honourable Gentlemen who sup- 
port the honourable Member for Water- 
ford moved a Motion that we were to have 
it called a Parliament ; but we went unani- 
mously into the Lobby to support Mr. 
Gladstone, although we should have much 
preferred that the legislative body 
should be called a Parliament. But that 
was the result of what I call a Parlia- 
mentary bargain, and, in my judgment, 
the situation to-day is, from that point 
of view, certainly the same. Well, Sir, 
the last argument I have to use before I 
sit down is this: Honourable Gentlemen 
frequently say, “Are you going to vote 
for Lord Londonderry ; are you going to 
vote for Lord Clanricarde?” Now, Sir, 
how would it be supposing we were deal- 
ing with a taxing Bill? This year there 
is 6d. to come off the tobacco duty, and 
suppose a Conservative Member got up 
to ask, “Are you going to vote money 
to be put into the pockets of the right 
honourable Member for Bristol?” Or 
when the right honourable Member for 
Monmouthshire reduced the whisky tax 
and the beer duty, would the proposal 
have been settled by the question, “ Are 
you going to put money into the pockets 
of Guinness, Jameson, Bass, and All- 
sopp!” We have to consider these ques- 
tions as a whole, and that is the reason 
why I intend to vote with Her Majesty’s 
Government. But I shall do so for one 
other reason. This Bill has to go to 
another place. I, at all events, make no 
secret of my position, and I ask myself, 
when it reaches another place, what 
earthly chance will there be of getting 
the Irish landlords, and those who repre- 
sent them, to surrender their grip on 
power, place, and emolument if they, at 
least, were not protected by some such 
clause as this? And, furthermore, I say 
it is a Parliamentary bargain to this 
Mr. 7. M. Healy. 
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extent—that, upon our supporting that 
particular portion of the Bill, they are 
bound to support, and to give their adhe. 
sion to, the democratic portions of the 
Bill. The honourable Baronet the Mem- 
ber for Cockermouth has just told us an 
American story. Perhaps, before I sit 
down, I may also draw a parallel from 
the same continent. The great “boss” 
of Tammany Hall, in the management of 
New York politics, was at one time asked 
what was, in his opinion, the most vir- 
tuous citizen, and Mr. Croker replied 
that it was the voter who would “stay 
bought.” Now, Sir, I shall not carry 
that parallel so far as to express a hope 
that the House of Lords will “stay 
bought,” but, having to treat the matter 
as we have done, from the point of view 
of practical politics, I say that those who 
wish for the safe carriage and success of 
this Bill are bound to vote against the 
present Amendment. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Sir, I 
have listened very carefully and atten- 
tively to the arguments brought forward 
in favour of this clause, and I 
scarcely say they bave not changed my 
mind. There have been two arguments. 
I do not intend to take up the question 
which my honourable Friend has raised, 
that this is an arrangement made by the 
Irish Party and by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Stirlingshire 
on behalf of the Liberal Party. I am 
sorry the right honourable Gentleman is 
going away, for I should like to hear 
from him whether he was empowered to 
make this Parliamentary bargain, and 
whether he adopts it, or is in favour ci 
it, because I think a number of seats 
may be imperilled if this course is taken. 
We, at any rate, below the Gangway had 
no voice in the matter. Incidentally, the 
First Lord of the Treasury got up at 
the end of question time. and made a 
speech indicating the course which the 
Government intended to take, and if we 
had expressed our disapproval probably 
we should have been called obstruction- 
ists. But when the Bill came before us 
for Second Reading I voted against it. 
and when the Committee stage of the 
Money Resolution arrived. I voted 
against it; and now that it is proposed 


need 

















are going to vote against it. 
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to allocate the money in this way we 
Well, as 


to the argument. We are told by the 


Chief Secretary that it lies in a nutshell, 


and that it is necessary to do something 
for agricultural depression. Something 
has been done for England and Scotland, 
and now the Government say they are 
going to do the same for Ireland. The 
honourable Member behind me thought 
the principle to be applied here was 


exactly the same that had been applied 


before. I must point out that that is in- 
accurate. What did you do, as far as 
the first Bill to England was concerned? 
I opposed that Bill, although [ got the 
benefit of it, probably, although I do not 
quite know to what extent. That was in 
1896, and in 1897 you brought in a Bill 
for the same purpose with regard to 
Scotland. How did you apply it? The 
Lord Advocate stated in his speech on 
the Bill that he could not say anything 
would go to the landlord. Yet the 
Scotch landlord was in the same position 
as the Irish landlord. He paid one 
half the poor rate and the tenant paid 
the other half. You paid five-eighths 
the tenant’s portion, but the Scotch 
landlord still pays half the poor rate. I 
do not know why my honourable Friends 
from Ireland will assert that half our 
rates were paid, for little more was paid 
than a quarter of the whole. The prin- 
ciple of the Bills of 1896 and 1897 was 
that you were going to relieve the agri- 
cultural tenant, but now, for the first 
time, we are going to have that prin- 
ciple further applied, for what you are 


now doing is to pay the landlord’s and | 


not the tenant’s portion of the rate. 
The tenant may be starving, but he will 
still be required to pay his portion of 
the poor rate. The landlords do not 
suffer from the depression, for the great 
bulk of them live in England. I would 


-- 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch.) 
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suggest that, at any rate, this proposal 
might be limited to landlords resident 
in Ireland. I do not know what will be 
the exact amount of this bribe to the 
Irish landlords, but I think we may 
assume at least that Irish land is worth 
15 years’ purchase; that, if this Bill 
becomes law, and is not repealed, you 
will increase the value of the Irish land- 
lords’ property by 43 millions. I 
shall be glad to vote in favour of 
my honourable Friend’s Amendment, 
for it is utterly untrue that the 
same principle is to be applied to 
Ireland that was applied to Scotland. 
You are going out of your way to give 
this large sum, whether it is a dole or 
a bribe, to the Irish landlords; and if it 
is right and just for Ireland, then it 
should be applied to Scotland. At the 
present moment the Scotch landlord has 
to pay his own rates, and now you are 
asking him to pay a portion of the Irish 
landlord’s rates as well. This principle 
will have to be extended further, and 
you will require to give a bribe to Scotch 
landlords. We may not be able to pre- 
vent this injustice being done. It may 
be that the country is behind the right 
honourable Gentleman, and are in favour 
of this proposal; but I do not want a 
better question to go to the country upon 








than this question of doles and bribes 
to landlords. And when we go to the 
country, whether it be next year or in 
1901, I feel sure the country will send 
back a Government which will undo the 
work which the present Government are 
doing. 


Question put— 


| “That the words ‘ poor rate and’ stand part 
| of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 235 ; 
Noes 70.—(Division List No. 100.) 


AYES. 


Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H. (Brist’]) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 


Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bucknill, Thos. Townsend 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
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Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Commins, Andrew 
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Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cross, H. 8. (Bolton) 
Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
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Daly, James 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dillon, John 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Donelan, Captain A. 
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Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
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Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Heath, James 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
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Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
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Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
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Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 29, leave out from ‘t».” to 
| of clause, and insert 


** Any land defined as agricultural land in the 
\uricultural Rates Act, 1896.."—(Mr. 4M. 
Healy.) 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City) : | 
I desire by this Amendment to raise | 
the question of the exclusion of urban 
areas from the benefits which are con: | 
ferred on other districts by the agricul- | 
tural grant. And let me say at once, | 
Mr. Lowther, that I do not do so on 
any question of the amount Ireland will 
vain by carrying my Amendment, or will 
lose by the Bill remaining in its present 
form. I believe that the amount of 
land which is included in urban areas 
in Ireland is comparatively small, and 
the extra sum required to cover its inclu- 
sion in this Bill would not be very con- 
siderable. The principal ground on 
which I recommend my Amendment to 
the Government Bill is the great difficulty 
which will arise on all questions of 
boundaries if the Amendment is refused, 
and if the Government adhere to the 
present form of the Bill. I drew the 
right honourable Gentleman’s attention 
a few nights ago, on another Amendment 
of mine, to the difficulties that would 
follow. I proposed on that occasion that 





Channing. 


districts managed by town commissioners 
-hould be constituted “urban areas.” I 
said that I conceived it to be a valuable 
thing that all these districts should have 
self-government, and should not merely 
be enabled, but be compelled, to look 
after their drainage, watering, and light- 
ing. I was immediately met by my hon. 
Friends on these Benches with the retort, 


'“ If you turn town commissioners into 


‘urban areas’ Ireland will lose in the 
amount of the grant on agricultural land, 
and these districts will be deprived of the 
benefits of that grant.” That is so. 


| My answer was that the amount of grant 


on agricultural land was small, and that 
the benefits to be derived from having 
the power of managing their own affairs 
would more than compensate them for 
what they would lose in the way of grant. 
It was thought that the loss which these 
districts would sustain was of such a 
character as to make it desirable not to 
constitute them urban areas. If that is 
the view of honourable Members in this 
House, how much more so will it be 
taken by shopkeepers, and especially 
farmers in these small towns! If my 
honourable Friends here can say that the 
power of local government in towns 
is of such small value as not to be 
worth the sacrifice which would be 
involved in the giving up of the 
local grant, how will the small 
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shopkeepers and small farmers consider 
the matter? They will be of the same 
opinion, and this will make very difficult 
any proposal to confer the powers of 
urban authorities on these districts, if, 
as a consequence, it will deprive them oi 
the benefits of the agricultural grant. 
Let me take the case of Cork, which I 
represent. The city of Cork was 
originally a very large area, covering, I 
think, nearly 100,000 acres of land. 
When the corporation was reformed 
Parliament cut down the area under the 
jurisdiction of the corporation from 
100,000 acres to 10,000 or 20,000 acres. 
The result is that the city of Cork is a 
miserably restricted urban boundary. 
The workhouse is outside the urban 
boundary ; the lunatic asylum is outside 
the urban boundary; and the gaol is 
outside the urban boundary. There is a 
large area of land, and a large district 
purely urban in character, which is at 
present excluded from the boundary of 
the city of Cork. The necessary effect of 
the Bill will be that when Cork extends 
its boundary, as I hope it will 
immediately this Bill passes into law, it 
will appear as if the authorities are com- 
mitting a great injustice with reference 
to those particular areas. Let me put 
another case to the right honourable 
Gentleman. The land in boroughs which 
is agricultural is largely of the character 
of market gardens. Under this Bill, as 
at present framed, a market gardener 
immediately outside the borough 
boundary will receive a bounty on his 
produce, but the unfortunate market 
gardener who is immediately within the 
borough boundary, already crushed by 
heavier taxation, will be denied relief 
from the Bill. How can a case of that 
kind be defended! If you are going to 
discriminate between the two market 
gardeners, you ought to discriminate in 
favour of the man inside the boundary, 
because he is the man who is crushed 
with the heavy weight of taxation. 
What you do is to discriminate in favour 
of the man who is already lightly taxed. 
You say, in fact, “ To him that hath shall 
be given, and to him that hath not shall 
be taken away that which he hath.” 
That, I submit, is a very indefensible 
proposal. How, I ask, can it be 
defended? Can it be defended on the 
analogy of the English Act? No, because 
Mr. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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agricultural land, if it were in the City 
of London, would receive the benefit of 
the English Agricultural Rating Act. 
Can it be defended on the analogy of the 
Scottish Acts? No! In Scotland agri- 
cultural land benefits whether it is 
situated within a borough boundary or 
not. So far as I understand, the only 
ground on which the right honourable 
Gentleman bases his defence of this pro- 
posal is that of some administrative 
difficulty which he apprehends will occur 
if this grant is extended to urban areas. 
In my judgment, the form adopted by 
the Bill is a convenient one, and seems 
to me to remove all such administrative 
difficulties as the right honourable 
Gentleman appears to apprehend. In 
view of the palpable unfairness of exclud- 
ing agricultural land from the benefit of 
this grant merely because it is situated 
in a borough, and in consequence of the 
enormous difficulty which will inevitably 
arise in regard to any proposal to extend 
boundaries, I must press the right honour- 
able Gentleman to accept my Amendment. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Mr. Low- 
ther, this Amendment, although confined 
to boroughs, practically raises the whole 
question of the exclusion of towns from 
the benefits of the Agricultural Acts. 
Perhaps it would be convenient ii I 
should state what the considerations are 
which lead the Government to adopt this 
plan. It has been said, why should not 
the Government adopt the same system 
in reference to Ireland in _ this 
matter as they have adopted in 
the case of England? But I 
should like to point out that the valua- 
tion in England is based on an entirely 
different system from that which pre 
vails in Ireland. The valuation of Ire- 
land, as the honourable Member knows, 
is based on the valuation made by Sir 
Richard Griffith many years ago, and 
that valuation separated lands from 
buildings, and made no distinction what- 
ever between the different kinds of land. 
Now, if we were to set up a distinction 
between different kinds of land, as set 
up in the English Act of 1896, we should 
practically set on foot a revaluation of 
Ireland, which would take several years 
to carry out. That, I think, is one im- 
portant difference between England and 
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Ireland, and even if we were desirous of 
following the principle laid down under 
the English Act on the question of the 
definition of agricultural land I do not 
think we should be at liberty to do so. 
Then there is this further consideration : 
the grant to Ireland is to be permanent, 
but the grant to England is fixed, at all 
events, for five years, and I think it was 
fixed for five years without a full con- 
sideration of the consequences that might 
ensue. The Committee will notice that 
we have adopted a different system in 
the case of Ireland. I may say that one 
benefit of our provision is to simplify 
the Bill and simplify its administration. 
It has been urged by the honourable 
Member for Cork that if our proposal 
be adopted Ireland will be deprived of 
a certain amount of money. That would 
go to the relief of the agricultural land 
holder. The honourable Member has 
said that it would be unfair to the agri- 
cultural land holder and also unfair to 
the towns. Now, I would just like to 
examine this alleged unfairness. Sir, I 
do not think it is unfair to Ireland. It 
is very hard to say exactly what amount 
would be lost to Ireland. It is difficult, 
because a good deal of the land in towns 
would have to he excluded. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 


gardens in these towns. 


There are 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There are 
in scme, but I am not sure that there 
are in all. The total amount proposed 
to be given by the agricultural grant 
would be diminished if the agricultural 
land were excluded as proposed in the 
Bill. The total amount that Ireland will 
lose by the exclusion of towns would be 
£5,000, distributed over the whole of 
Ireland ; but I should not be at all sur- 
prised to find that, according to our pro- 
position, Ireland will gain instead of 
losing. As I have said, Ireland will lose 
in regard to these towns something like 
£5,000, but against that it seems to me 
that by adopting the definition that we 
put into the Bill the towns will gain by 
union rating something like £26,000. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) : 
Not all towns. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I quite 
admit that all towns will not gain, but in 
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dealing with these matters we must deal 
with them on broad lines. Taking the 
towns as a whole in Ireland as against 
the country, they will, I repeat, gain 
£26,000 by union rating. Under the 
Act of 1854 there was an exemption 
in respect of county cess in regard to 
agricultural land. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Not county 


cess—town rate. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes; town 
rate. There are important exemptions 
of agricultural land to the extent of 
three-fourths on certain rents, and the 
towns which have more recently come 
under the Act have, in nearly every 
case, accepted the same exemption in 
regard to agricultural land. In respect 
of all these there will be 
no relief given from the Treasury, and 
no relief to the occupiers and owners of 
such agricultural lands that the honour- 
able Member has shown would be relieved 
to a certain extent. It really appears 
to me that the question should be dis- 
cussed, not from the point of view of 
English distinction, but on its own merits. 
I do not think there is any real hard- 
ship done to the owners or occupiers of 
land by the provision that we make in 
this Bill. There is one other considera- 
tion that I would like to direct the 
attention of the Committee to. I have 
said we have adopted a different system 
of applying relief between England and 
Ireland. Now take this case: sup- 
posing towns were excluded—take the 
case of a town that is growing—and that 
the amount of relief given would be, say, 
£200; that land becomes built upon to 
the extent of one-half. There nemains 
the land which from the beginning would 
be relieved to the extent of £200, and, 
in addition to that, it would be relieved 
by £100 in respect of the land which 
ceased to be agricultural. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY : There is very 
little building land in Ireland, unfortu- 
nately. 


rates, 








Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There are 
some towns in which there is a good deal 
of building. If you diminish the 
extent of agricultural land, of course, the 
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area of relief is smaller. In the case 
I have instanced the grant would be 
doubled. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 
the amount be accumulating? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
It is a question of that kind, coupled 
with the fact that it was impossible to 
put agricultural land in Ireland on the 
same footing as in England, that has 
led us to adopt this plan. It is a far 
simpler plan. The Bill will be more 
readily understood, and it appears to 
me that so far as any hardship is con- 
cerned it will be practically nz/. The 
difficulty of the honourable Member as 
to the case of Cork appears to be that 
our proposal would prevent, or, at all 
events, throw difficulties in the way of, 
the extension of boundaries ; but I think 
that difficulty is more apparent than real. 
I cannot imagine, in any case where there 
is a real desire on the part of corpora- 
tions or town commissioners in Ireland 
to extend the areas over which they have 
control, that there will be any difficulty. 


Would not 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL (Tyrone. 
N.): This is a point which the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary says deals with all towns, and it is a 
point on which several small towns in 
Ireland feel that they have a grievance. 
Take the figures of the right honour- 
able Gentleman, and he  says_ it 
comes to only a matter of £5,000. 
The smallness of these figures is a reason 
for assisting those towns, and I cannot 
see what practical difficulty there will be 
in not making the exception, because 
land in these small towns is valued 
separately from buildings. It is merely a 
matter of ascertaining what amount of 
land value there is in these various 
towns, so as to enable the scheme 
of the Act to be carried out. In 
this case we get no assistance from 
the English Act. It is also clear 
that in several of those small towns, 
even in towns under the Towns Im- 
provement Act, there is a certain 
amount charged for the maintenance of 
the main roads. On these grounds, 
therefore, I think the Chief Secretary has 
rot given any solid reason why justice 


Mr. G. Balfour. 


{ COMMONS } 
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should not be conceded on this point. It 
is a very small sum—£5,000—but the 
sinaller it is the better for my argument, 
because why leave these small towns 
labouring under a sense of injustice when 
it is possible to obviate it, and satisfy 
them! You must also recollect that this 
will apply under the subsequent section to 
small towns of 1,500 inhabitants, which 
may become urban districts, and the 
moment they become sanitary districts 
under sub-section 4, they will be ex- 
cluded from the benefit of the Act; so 
that it will have a far-reaching effect. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast), who was indis- 
tinctly heard, said he had an Amend. 
ment on the Paper to the same effect as 
that of the honourable Member for Cork. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary had explained the 
matter to the House, but he (Mr. 
Wolff) confessed he did not understand 
it. To him the great principle 
remains that while they gave relief 
to agricultural land outside towns, 
they should also give it to agricultural 
land inside. They had been told that 
it only meant the £5,000; and also that 
the occupier of land deserved considera- 
tion on account of the proximity to 
towns. He (Mr. Wolff) did not know 
much about the rents of these holdings. 
At any rate, he also agreed with the 
honourable Member for Cork with refer- 
ence to the existing boundaries of 
boroughs. Of course, the Government 
might not see their way to support the 
Amendment, but he (Mr. Wolff) really 
thought—it was only a small matter— 
that it would only be doing justice to the 


holders of agricultural land inside 
boroughs. He should be very glad if 
something could be done in this 
direction. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I can supplement 
what has been said by the honour- 
able Member for Belfast. People 
who are to be included in the boundaries 
will try to make better terms on account 
of the fact that they will lose a benefit. 
The consequence will be that the people 
in the centre of the town will have to 
pay more in order to get the benefit of 
the extension of the borough boundary. 
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Now, these same people will insist on 
corporate bargains being carried out, and 
the consequence will be that the corpora- 
tion will hesitate very much before they 
propose any extension, and it ought to 
be remembered that, as a rule, you are 
bringing in an area which is not, per- 
haps, of the best. It is a great pity, 
therefore, that you should do anything to 
increase the difficulties which now exist 
in getting an extension of borough boun- 
daries. I want to bring before the Chief 
Secretary a very hard case of my con- 
stituents—although many of them are 
my political opponents. There is a 
certain number of farmers in the city of 
Derry, because Derry is a case where the 
existence of union rating means to in- 
crease the urban rates. The rates in the 
city of Derry are smaller than in the 
rural parts of the union. Now, these 
men who hold farms will find themselves 
in the position of having their rates 
increased, while all their neighbours will 
have their rates reduced. I should not 
be surprised if they felt somewhat 
aggrieved. I venture to think if the 
Chief Secretary would insert a provision 
giving relief out of the Exchequer it 
would meet the difficulty. There are 
many cases where the rates would have 
been greater in the ordinary year 
under the provisions of this _ Bill 
than if they were in the standard year. 
I do think that where a ratepayer’s rates 
are increased directly as the result of 
changes in the legislation which are 
made by this Bill a man has a fair 
claim for compensation out of the 
Imperial Exchequer. I venture to hope 
the Chief Secretary will take this matter 
into account. I confess I cannot under- 
stand his general reasons for refusing to 
apply the same principle as in England. 
In England I think there was a greater 
difficulty than there would be in Ireland 
in dividing agricultural land from other 
hereditaments. As a matter of fact, 
there is not even a distinction—or there 
was not before the Act—between land 
and buildings in the English valuation 
roll, and the difference has been 
made entirely for the purpose of 
the Act. I cannot see, therefore, that 
the difficulty would have been any 
greater in the Irish boroughs than in the 
English boroughs. The only difference 


is that, inasmuch as in Ireland it is done 
VOL. LVII. 
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by a central authority, the process would 
work a little more tediously, a little more 
slowly, than in England. Take the case 
of the metropolis. In the metro 
polis there is a certain amount of 
agricultural land which, in the matter of 
rating, was treated in the same way as 
houses and buildings. There was no dis- 
tinction whatever in the valuation list as 
between land and houses; but the agri- 
cultural grant in the metropolis was 
separated for the purposes of the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act from the buildings near, 
and got its due share of relief in the end. 
I do not say that all buildings should be 
treated just in the same way as agricul- 
tural land—I do not go so far as that— 
but where agricultural land in a borough 
is really and precisely of the same 
character as the land just outside I 
cannot see that the Chief Secretary is 
wise in leaving a standing cause of com- 
plaint and difficulty such as he will do 
if he refuses to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. J. H. CAMPBELL (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green): The hope, Sir, I was 
about to express before the adjournment 
of the Committee, though deferred, still 
exists, and it is that the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Treland will see his way to yield to thie 
Amendment. In the case of nearly 
all the small townships it will be diffi- 
cult to explain to those who occupy agri- 
cultural land in those small townships 
why they are to be deprived of the grant, 
especially seeing that in a great many 
cases fair rents have been fixed upon 
holdings in the urban districts, and that, 
therefore, they are, to all intents and 
purposes, agricultural holdings. Now, 
I understood the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
to say that he sees some kind of diffi- 
culty in the application of this agricul- 
tural grant to lands in urban sanitary 
districts. I understand that it is sug- 
gested by him that inasmuch as, in the 
case of large towns, the holders of agri- 
cultural lands in urban sanitary districts 
become liable to a general district rate 
and not to the county cess, there 
might be a difficulty in apportioning 
the benefit under this grant. I do not 
think there need be any difficulty. A 
simple method would be to take the 
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average amount for a certain number of 
years, during which the occupier of the 
agricultural land contributed to the 
county cess. One difficulty suggested 
was that in urban sanitary districts a 
portion of the agricultural holding 
might be applied for building works. I 
cannot appreciate a difficulty in that 
respect at all, because it occurs to me 
that the moment any portion of an 
agricultural holding in an urban sani- 
tary district came to be applied for 
building purposes, a portion of the agri- 
cultural grant could be stopped. There 
fore, as far as that difficulty is concerned, 
IT cannot see how it would apply in prac- 
tice. If a holding of 60 acres, which at 
the time of its inclusion in the urban 
sanitary district is entirely devoted to 
agricultural purposes, but subsequently, 
we will say, is, in respect of one-half, 
parcelled out for building land, I cannot 
see why the portion remaining to be 
devoted to agriculture could not be 
separated for agricultural land, and the 
balance included as urban land for the 
purpose of being liable for the urban 
taxes. Now, it is very difficult—and I 
eonfess the difficulty remains in my 
mind, notwithstanding what the Chief 
Secretary has said—it is very difficult 
to explain to farmers who, in the case 
of these small townships in Ireland, 
happen to occupy agricultural land in 
the vicinity of those townships, and who, 
although included, have, for all purposes 
under the Land Act, been treated as 
ordinary farmers, why they are excluded 
from participation in the grant. If 
it were only for the purpose of satisfying 
them that they are not to be placed at a 
disadvantage as compared with other far- 
mers occupying agricultural holdings in 
Ireland, it is desirable that this exclu- 
sion of such land should be done away 
with. But, I think, perhaps the most 
important reason why it should be done 
away with—seeing that in the first place, 
as the Chief Secretary has said, it comes 
to such a small sum of money—is the 
fact that perhaps there are no districts 
throughout Ireland that are more in 
want of sanitation and schemes of 
water-supply than the small townships. 
Now, under the provision of section 28, 
which we were discussing a few evenings 
ago, power ie given to those towns, if 
they contain at least a population of 
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1,500 inhabitants, to convert themselves 
inito urban districts; but, inasmuch as 
such a conversion would entail the 
penalty of losing the benefit of this agri- 
cultural grant, that difficulty will be a 
serious obstacle in the way of those small 
townships taking the benefit of section 
28, and converting themselves into urban 
sanitary districts. Having regard to the 
fact that in every township in Ireland they 
will suffer, or at any rate believe that: they 
will suffer, by reason of this exclusion ; 
and, further, to the fact that the con- 
cession is a very small one, and also for 
the sake of symmetry with the English 
Act, and for the purpose of removing the 
supposed grievance from the minds of 
the occupiers of these agricultural lands 
in urban sanitary districts, it is very 
desirable to make this small concession, 
which, as far as I can gather, Members 
from all parts of Ireland, and on both 
sides of the House, are agreed in asking 
at the hands of the Government. 


(Treland) Bill. 


Mr. O’KEEFFE (Limerick) said he 
hoped the Amendment would be accepted 
by the Government. 


Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin, St. Ste- 
phen’s) : The case of the city of Limerick, 
which has just been given by the honour- 
able Member opposite, is certainly a very 
good instance of the effect of this provi- 
sion of the Bill. Unhappily, the city of 
Limerick is not at all in a flourishing 
condition, and the proximity of that 
city is no very great advantage to the 
agricultural land. Even in my consti- 
tuency there are several places which are 
practically on all fours with the case 
which has just been quoted; and if the 
aggregate financial effect of the proposal 
is as small as the Chief Secretary has 
stated—namely, only an amount of £5,000 
over the whole towns—I cannot under- 
stand how it is almost every Irish Mem- 
ber should call attention to the proposal 
and support the Amendment. I have 
had letters myself—I do not know 
whether honourable Members opposite 
have—from the four provinces, including 
most of the districts around the large 
towns. Personally, I should like a little 
more light upon the whole subject from 
the Treasury Bench. Everything that 
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the (Chief Secretary has explained in 
this House has been explained, I think, 
with extreme lucidity ; and I am sure that 
it is hardly due to the fact that most of 
us have not gone as deeply into this 
extremely complicated subject as he 
and the honourable Member for Cork, 
and some others opposite, have, that we 
are not quite able to follow the points 
which he has put before the House. 
Of course, if there is any very great 
administrative difficulty which would 
arise from the concession of our demand, 
we should like to know. We all want 
to improve the Bill, not to make it un- 


workable. If the Chief Secretary can. 


satisfy us that there is some fatal objec- 
tion to this concession that we ask, we 
might ask him to hold the matter over 
until the Report stage, and take a little 
more time to consider, and see whether 
he would not get over the difficulty and 
in some other way meet us. But it is 


the fact that a great deal of pressure 


has been put upon us in this matter, and 
there is a very numerous class who 
imagine that they will be injuriously 
affected by it. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that, having 
regard to the way in which lands and 
buildings were valued in Ireland, it would 
be difficult, if the change were made, to 
do equal justice to occupiers inside and 
outside urban areas. 


“*Lorpv EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I have listened 
with interest to the statement of the 
Attorney General, and I think there must 
be some little misapprehension with 
regard to the points he has just 
mentioned. I rather gather from the 
feelings aroused that there may be some 


‘question as to the statement that he has 
just made with regard to the position 
‘of county cess. Now the description he 


has given of county cess interests urban 
districts, and touches a conditicn of 
things with which, both in England and 


Scotland, we are perfectly familiar. That 


ig so in regard to certain charges on 
agricultural land within urban districts. 
The agricultural land within those 


{16 Mar 1898} 





(Ireland) Bill;,  -1462 


urban districts is only charged at one 
quarter the valuation. But that applies to 
the local urban rate, but not to poor rate, 
which includes the county rate. That is the 
very point I want to bring out. It. may 
be in certain urban districts, or perhaps 
in all of them, that the county cess may 
be levied by what we call in England 
the urban authorities, and be collected 
from the urban ratepayers, both upon 
the holders of house property and agri- 
cultural land. But I imagine myself 
that if that is the case there would be no 
difficulty in it, although the.two rates 
might be levied together. The. urban 
rate would be levied upon the quarter, 
and the county rate would be. levied 
at the whole amount upon the agricul- 


-tural land within the urban district, ‘and 


the county cess would, therefore, have 
been paid by the urban authorities to the 
county authorities, and there would be 
no difficulty whatever. If the ques 
tion. is examined into it. will be 


found in practice that the county 


rate is levied upon the agricultural 
land as being a county charge on 
the full value of the agricultural 
land. If that is the case, then the 
argument. of the Chief Secretary’ — 
falls to the ground. But that is 

not my only point. I want to say a 
word in support of the argument of the 
honourable Member for Cork, which he 
used at the commencement of this dis- 
cussion. The great difficulty in all boun- 
dary adjustments is that agricultural 
land within the urban district is not 
placed at the same advantage as agricul- 
tural land outside those dittricts. . All 
of us who may have been conterned as 
boundary commissioners or county coun- 
cillors know perfectly well that on these 
occasions the most exaggerated calcula- 
tions are made in regard to rating. I 
am not quite sure that human nature 
appears at its best at boundary inquiries. 
Everybody asserts that they are going to 
be ruined, and the matters which come 
up are matters of extreme intricacy. 
As a matter of fact, these things are 
gone into with the most extreme care 
and accuracy, and I am afraid that if 
this Bill is left as it stands it will be 
found that whenever an urban district 
in Ireland wishes to extend its boundary 
the argument that is likely to be taken 
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is that they are likely to suffer, and 
that is one which will be most fatal. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: But they 
only pay one-quarter. 


*Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
That is the very point which I was urg- 
ing just now, and if they are to continue 
tu pay only a quarter, that is, perhaps, an 
answer to my argumentsofar. Iwantto 
ask the Chief Secretary if he will explain 
the following point rather more fully? 
I know other Members besides myself 
had some difficulty in following it. He 
argued that it was an argument against 
the proposal of the honourable Meraber 
for Cork that the valuation of land and 
buildings in Ireland was conducted in a 
different way to what it was in England, 
and he told us that in Ireland the valua- 
tion depends upon the well-known vaiua- 
tion made in 1843 by Sir Richard 
Griffiths, which separated the land and 
the buildings. That is perfectly true, 
but I do not understand how that is 
an argument against this charge, judged, 
as he put it, from the English analogy, 
because since the Act of 1896 the same 
principle has been introduced into Eng- 
land. Therefore I think the valuation 
applies in favour of the argument of the 
honourable Member for Cork, and not 
against it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I may say 
that the point is this: Sir Richard 
Griffiths’ valuation separated land from 
buildings, and included under buildings 
every hereditament which was not land, 
but it practically made no distinction 
between different kinds of land. 


*Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 


What appears to me is _ this: 
demesnes, parks, and gardens were 
excluded by an Amendment from 


the English Act, and there can be no 
great difficulty when the assessment 
is made in Ireland that the amount 
of assessment should not be charged upon 
the demesnes, parks, and gardens, and 
should not be taken into consideration for 
the purposes of calculation. That is the 
point I wish to put before the Com- 
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mittee. I was quite unable to follow in 
what way the question of union rating 
affected the argument. It is perfectly 
true that an urban district will, no doubt, 
profit to some extent—in some cases to 
a considerable extent, but in all cases to 
some extent—by the introduction of 
union rating, but the union rating has 
nothing to do with this part of the Bill. 
They are separate proposals, and very 
excellent proposals, which, no doubt, tend 
to confer upon Ireland the same advan- 
tages which the Union Chargeability Act 
confers on England. There is no doubt 
whatever that a town treated as an area 
of rating will profit by this. These are 
the points which I should like explained. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The right 
honourable Gentleman has spoken for a 
considerable time, and I thank him for 
the exposition he gave us of the prin- 
ciples which induced the Government to 
adopt that method of dealing with land 
which they have done in this Act. But, 
Sir, he did not give us anything in his. 
speech dealing with the particular point 
of this Amendment. As I have been 
able to follow him, he and his honour- 
able and learned colleague afterwards 
really raised only two points, and really 
I cannot think, with regard to either of 
them, that they are a substantial answer 
to the grievance which is dealt with in 
this Amendment. Now, Mr. Lowther, 
the ostensible argument of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary is, as I understand it, that the 
agricultural grant is a stereotyped grant 
fixed once and for all with reference to 
the standard year. In some urban areas, 
when the Bill passes, the conditions will 
not be similar. And, Mr. Lowther, I can 
quite conceive, with regard to the Chief 
Secretary’s objections, that that would 
be the case under the Bill as it stands, 
but I think it will have occurred to the 
right honourable Gentleman that the 
obvious answer to an argument of that 
kind is that one single sentence in the 
Bill would cure it. As I pointed out in 
introducing my Amendment, unfortu- 
nately the amount of agricultural land 
included in our Irish urban districts is 
not such a large amount as to cause us 
any alarm that much injustice would be 
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done in this respect. If this does occur, 
I quite conceive that we should not get 
the full benefit of the grant that was 
made in the case of large quantities of 
land. An analogous case is dealt with 
in section 35, sub-section 35. It deals 
with the case of agricultural land, which, 
at the passing of this Act, is outside the 
urban area, but which in process of time, 
by the extension of boundaries, becomes 
included in the urban area. The right 
honourable Gentleman cannot use that 
as a conclusive argument without shut- 
ting out all land which might possibly 
at some future time become an urban 
area, which would have been a logical 
conclusion if he had followed his reason- 
ing up. Now, Sir, this sub-section 
provides for that case, and enacts that if 
that state of things arises— 


“The sum payable out of the agricultural 
grant in respect of union and district charges 
raised over such rural district shall be reduced 
by a sum proportionate to the rateable value 
in the standard financial year of that agricul- 
tural land, and the amount of such reduction 
shall be accumulated in the Local Taxation 
Account, and be applied in such manner as 
Parliament directs.” 


Now, Mr. Lowther, one sentence in that 
clause will entirely meet the case of the 
right honourable Gentleman, but he 
seems to suggest that in some way it 
would be impossible to deal with the 
case except by altering the total amount 
of the agricultural grant. But that is 
not so, for it would leave the agricultural 
grant exactly as it stands, and, at the 
same time, it would prevent any land 
getting a greater portion of the grant 
than is actually given to it at the time 
of the passing of the Act. Now, Mr. 
Lowther, that was the first point which 
the right honourable Gentleman made in 
reply to my Amendment. The second 
point he made was one which was further 
elaborated by the right honourable and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland. The answer, as I under- 
stand, is this: there are, he says, some 
eight, nine, 10, or 12 of these areas, and 
I do not think there are any more. I 
have not heard that there are any more, 
and I have not heard of any estimate 
of the number, and it is not easy to get 
at the actual figures. But so far as 
I am aware there are not more than 
eight, nine, 10, or 12 of these 
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areas, and I think the rate is 
levied differentially on agricultural land. 
So far as I know, in none of these county 
boroughs is there any differential rate; 
certainly there is not in Cork, nor, I 
believe, in Dublin; and, so far as I am 
aware, not a single one of these county 
boroughs has adopted the provisions of 
the Act of 1854 which made the differen- 
tial rate possible. I quite admit that 
the right honourable Gentleman was jus- 
tified in dealing with this Amendment as 
he did, but what does his argument 
amount to? Because there are nine or 
10 towns out of a couple of hundred 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: More. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The right 
honourable Gentleman says there are 
more. His knowledge is greater than 
mine; but, so far as my inquiries go, 
the number is certainly not large. The 
number can only be those towns which, 
having adopted the Act of 1854, went 
to Parliament. and got a special Act, 
cutting them off from the county for 
the purpose of rating roads, and these 
towns, under the Act of 1871 or 1878, 
went to the Local Government Board and 
got a Provisional Order to effect the same 
purpose. I have looked at the Act of 
18728, and it is not at all clear to me that 
even under that Act, when that state 
of things arose, the road rate, which is 
levied by the urban authority, is a dif- 
ferential rate. The Act of 1878 does not 
say that the rate is to be levied as a 
differential rate. The Act of 1878 makes 
no provision whatever as to the rate 
which is to be levied by the urban autho- 
rity being a differential rate. I think 
it is assumed that, under the Act of 1878, 
that rate ought to be a differential rate. 
I will not go so far as that. But certainly 
the Act of 1878 does not say that the 
rate shall be a differential rate, and in 
the reason of the thing there is no 
ground for making the rate a differential 
rate, because the rate for which it is in 
substitution was not a differential rate. 
The only rate which can be regarded as 
a differential rate is the special rate 
which the Act of 1854 enabled the local 
authority to levy for special purposes of 
that Act. Now, the poor rate in these 
areas is not levied differentially. It 
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is doubtful whether the rate levied in 
the county cess is levied differentially. 
The right honourable Gentleman says 
that in all the urban localities that would 





be so. I say they will not. Will the 
right honourable Gentleman look at 
clause 32— 


“The expenses of the council of an urban 
district, if incurred in meeting the expenses of 
guardians, shall be defrayed out of the poor 
rate.” 


Now, that is a case in point, and it shows 
that the poor rate cannot be differential ; 
consequently, so far as the poor rate is 
concerned, the rate levied in these urban 
authorities will not be differential. The 
clause goes on— 


“And if incurred in meeting the expenses 
of the county council, shall be defrayed out of 
any rate heretofore levied by the urban autho- 
rity of the district to meet presentments of 
the grand jury.” 


That, I take it, covers the case of towns 
which are cut off from the county, and 
it provides that as regards these towns 
which are so cut off, and which, there- 
fore, levy a rate for the purpose of raising 
a tax analogous to the grand jury tax, 
the expenses of the county council shall 
be raised out of that tax, and no doubt, if 
that tax is differential, the rate under 
this clause will be differential also. The 
final words of the clause are— 


“ And where no such rate was levied out of 
the poor rate.” 


That is to say, in the case of every little 
town which is not cut off from the 
county the expenses raised for the pur- 
pose of contributing to the county coun- 
cil shall be levied out of the poor rate, 
and consequently shall not be a differen- 
tial rate. 


by; GERALD BALFOUR: Sub-section 
2 (b). 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The first 
clause, I take it, deals with the expenses 
of the council of the urban district. It 
goes on to say— 


“The expenses incurred by the council of an 
urban district in relation to the business trans- 
ferred to the council by or in pursuance of 
this Act or otherwise in the execution of this 
Act; (a) if the district is a county borough 
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shall, where the like expenses have heretofore 
been defrayed out of any rate levied by the 
council of the borough (other than county cess), 
continue to be so defrayed, but in any other 
case shall be defrayed out of the poor rates ; 
and (6) if the district is not a county borough, 
shall be defrayed out of the fund or rate out 
of which the costs of paving and cleansing the 
streets in such districts are or can be defrayed.” 


I ask the right honourable Gentleman 
what is the meaning of the first words of 
the clause, because it seems to me to 
come to this: that the county-at-large 
charges will not be differential? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The road 
charges will. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The road 
charges will, so far as they are district 
charges, but not so far as they are 
county-at-large charges; so that the 
right honourable Gentleman is not cor- 
rect in saying that the county cess, taken 
as a whole, will not be levied differen- 
tially when these areas become for the 
first time urban areas. But does not 
that get rid of a large portion of the 
right honourable Gentleman’s argument ! 
If the rates, so far as they are district 
charges, will be differential, it is plain 
that under the Act of 1878 the county 
cess charge is a differential charge. The 
right honourable Gentleman himself has 
said that he is not quite clear that it 
is a differential charge, but so far as 
regards the rates levied in these urban 
areas—county charges—they will not be 
differential. That being so, the right 
honourable Gentleman threw out in his 
speech that he considered that the proper 
way of dealing with this was to have a 
differential rate in all these places. Let 
him put that on the Paper. I do not 
say that we should accept it, but, speak- 
ing my own mind, my first impression 
is that there is something to be said 
for that view of the matter. I think 
some of my honourable Friends behind 
me would rather resent that mode of 
settling the matter, because I have ob- 
served that some of them have put 
Amendments on the Paper providing 
that there shall be no differential rates. 
I do not agree with that. It has been 
suggested that these differential rates 
were levied on landlords’ domains and 
pleasure grounds. With great respect, 
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the land in these small towns is neither 
domain nor pleasure ground. It is the 
little bit of accommodation ground of 
the shopkeeper. It is the shopkeeper 
you will have to deal with, and not the 
landlord. Every man judges according 
to his own experience. The right honour- 
able Gentleman has one town in his 
mind and I have another, but, so far as 
I am concerned, the people that will be 
hit by doing away with the system of 
differential rates would not be the land- 
owners or owners of pleasure grounds, 
but would be the shopkeeper, because he 
is excluded from the benefit of the Land 
Act. I apologise for trespassing on the 
House so long; but this is a question 
upon which the urban areas have been 
very keen, and I do think that in view 
of the many appeals that have been 
made the right honourable Gentleman 
will make some concession that will be 
satisfactory not only outside but inside 
the House. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR thought 
that the honourable Member had no need 
to apologise for trespassing on the time of 
the House. He was afraid, however, that 
he had failed to make his meaning quite 
clear in the speech which he made before 
dinner. His excuse for that was that he 
had explained so many subjects just 
before dinner, and had been on the 
Bench for so many hours; and he would 
assure honourable Members that it was 
no easy task to always render oneself 
intelligible upon so many different 
matters. In framing the Bill the Govern- 
ment had taken the simple definition 
of agricultural land as land entered in 
the Valuation List as land, and, having 
done that, the honourable Member con- 
demned them for introducing a provi- 
sion to exclude the land in urban dis- 
tricts. He could not help thinking that 
had the English Act been a permanent 
Act, and had it been a permanent grant, 
and had it been possible to adopt such a 
simple definition of land in that Act as 
was proposed to be adopted in this Bill, 
he ventured to think that in the Act of 
1896 urban districts would have been 
excluded ; but, however that might be, 
owing to the great variation in the 
system of taxation in Irish towns, the 
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matter was enormously confused and 
complicated. The incidence of taxation 
varied so much that whilst in some Irish 
towns agricultural land was exempted not 
only from town rates, but also from the 
cess, in other towns it was not exempted 
at all. Some towns had special Acts 
dealing with the rating, and the Act of 
9 George IV. had not tended to make 
matters more simple. The right honour- 
able Gentleman quoted from that Act 
various towns, having different incidence 
of rating, and concluded by saying that 
he himself thought it would be far 
better, in order to secure uniform sim- 
plicity of administration, to adopt the 
plan which had been suggested. He was 
however, quite prepared, before the 
Report stage was reached, to reconsider 
the matter, and see if a more 
satisfactory solution could be arrived at. 
The honourable Member had himself sug- 
gested that as a possible solution, and he 
was quite prepared to put off this matter 
until the Report stage, and in the mean- 
time to consider whether the best 
solution of the difficulty was not to insert 
a provision dealing with this matter, or 
to see whether some way could not be 
found of including the agricultural land 
in the towns in the definition of the Act. 


Mr. DILLON: There is one thing 
which is perfectly clear in the course of 
this discussion, and that is that in a 
Bill for the reconstituting of the entire 
rating system of Ireland, as the right 
honourable Gentleman has said, the com- 
plications and difficulties are perfectly 
enormous. I think he just now said he 
was prepared to take a certain course if 
the Committee would agree to postpone 
this question to the Report stage in view 
of the course he was prepared to 
take. Now, I do not think, so far as I 
can understand it, that the proposal to 
extend the principle of the three-fourths 
of the rate to the agricultural land within 
the boundaries of boroughs and urban 
districts would do any good, because, so 
far as I can see, it could not give any 
real relief to the taxpayer of the urban 
district, and it would have simply the 
effect of casting the tax of the agricul- 
tural land inside the boroughs upon the 
householders. This is a very important 
question. First of all it is a question of 
principle, and the right honourable 
Gentleman has elected to carry on the 
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Debate on this particular Amendment ; 
and although it only applies to the cases 
of the county boroughs, it may in the 
future deal with urban districts. Now, 
in a former speech, the right honourable 
Gentleman entered into a calculation— 
a rude and rough calculation—by which 
he made out that the whole sum for use 
on this item was, roughly speaking, a 
sum of £5,000. I think he made a 
rough estimate, because he attributed 
far too large a proportion of the agricul- 
tural land to pleasure grounds and 
gardens. Suppose we increase the Esti- 
mate to £7,000, in his argument he takes 
up this extraordinary position—you take 
the £7,000 a year from the urban dis- 
tricts of Ireland and hand it over to the 


landlord. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


honourable Gentleman is not quite clear. 
A great deal of the £7,000 is in respect 
of poor rate. 


Mr. DILLON: Yes, I know; but the 
relief, instead of going to the relief of 
the agricultural lands in the urban 
districts, is to go to the woods and 
domains and gardens of the landlords. 
I admit that some of it would go to the 
tenant so far as that goes—still, that is 
only as regards a portion of the sum. 
Now the honourable Gentleman said— 
and this is the point to which I desire 
chiefly toallude—that he believed that 
if it had been possible to adopt the more 
simple definition which has now been 
taken in the Irish Bill when the English 
Bill was before the House, that the agri- 
cultural land within the limits of an 
urban district would be exempted. Now, 
I have here the report of an extremely 
interesting Debate which took place on 
an Amendment moved by the honourable 
Member for Shoreditch. He moved on 
the 23rd June, 1896, the following 
words: “ Not being situate in a borough 
or county borough.” That was to apply 
the exact principle which we are now 
contesting in the Irish Act. 


Local Government 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: You said 
our method as applied here. 
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Mr. DILLON: Now, I quote the reply 
given by the Government, and the right 
honourable Gentleman will see that his 
observation does not at all apply. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board said 
that he could not at all consent to the 
Amendment, because— 


“The Amendment would exclude thousands 
of acres of agricultural land from all participa- 
tion in the relief conferred by the Bill, although 
that land was as much entitled to such relief 
as other parts of the country.” 


What could be more simple or plain? 
Then the right honourable Gentleman 
went on to explain his meaning, and he 
said— 


“Within 15 miles of London there were 
places in Essex, Hertford, and Surrey, where 
the agricultural depression was as severe as in 
any place of England. He had received a great 
number of representations, entreating him under 
no circumstances to accept the Amendment ; 
and he did not see how he could ask the House 
to support a proposal which would certainly 
create a fresh anomaly, and for these reasons 
he must oppose the Amendment.” 


Then the Debate went on, and you will 
find that in the whole of the Debate 
there was not one single suggestion of this 
Act being temporary or permanent. It 
was opposed by the Government as 
applying a different principle to the agri- 
cultural land within the city limits from 
that which was applied to agricultural 
land outside the city limits, and that it 
would be an anomaly. The right honour- 
able Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, who, along with myself and the 
whole Liberal Party, had supported this 
Bill upon principle, opposed this 
particular Amendment. Although he 
Voted for the First, Second, and Third 
Reading of this Act, he opposed this 
Amendment, and he said the principle 
applied not only to the metropolitan area, 
but to a considerable quantity of land in 
urban districts of the country. I come 
now to the speech of the Secretary to the 
Local Government Board, and _ the 
honourable Gentleman said— 

“That the right honourable gentleman had 
candidly stated at the commencement of his 
remarks that he supported the Amendment 
because it went to the root of the principle. He 
had not had the Parliamentary experience of the 
right honourable gentleman, but he had always 
imagined that the principle of a Bill was dealt 
with on the Second Reading, and that once the 
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House had affirmed the principle, it was not 
necessary or competent to raise it on every 
Amendment. This Amendment raised the policy 
of discrimination in another form than that 
which had been before the House on several 
occasions ; the two sides were at issue, and 
were not likely to agree. The honourable 
Member for Devonport had dealt with the 
question mainly as affecting the Metropolitan 
police area.” 


He strongly opposed the Amendment, not 
upon the temporary character of the Bill, 
but on a matter of principle, as he con- 
sidered it unjust to relieve the agricul- 
tural land outside the borough districts 
and to refuse to relieve those lands which 
were inside. I opposed the Amendment, 
and would do so again if the Measure 
came again before the House, because I 
believe the principle of the Rating Act 
to be rotten from top to bottom ; but, at 
the same time, I say we are entitled to 
the same treatment in Ireland as you 
mete out to England, and if in the Eng- 
lish Act you refused this Amendment on 
the ground that it was an injustice when 
you gave that relief outside not to give 
jt inside the limit, then I want to know 
why the right honourable Gentleman 
does not apply the same principle to 
Ireland as he does to England? I say I 
cannot find in the Debate which took 
place that night one single solid argu- 
ment to justify the change of ground 
taken by the Government. Now, if we 
<ome to examples, and see how this bears 
upon the matter, we find that the case 
of Ireland is very much stronger than 
the case of England. It was argued with 
remarkable force that the English agri- 
culturists, market gardeners, and so on, 
within these limits, had such excellent 
markets for their produce that they were 
really not entitled to this relief, because 
the agricultural depression did not affect 
them so much as it did the farmer who 
was outside. That argument does not 
apply to Ireland, because in most of the 
urban districts in Ireland the land is held 
by poor men struggling to make a living, 
and they have not at their own doors 
these wealthy and prosperous communi- 
ties that you have here. Therefore there 
is a much stronger reason for giving this 
relief to these districts in Ireland than 
there is in England. I fail to appreciate 
the position which the Government have 
taken up in this matter, and I do contend 
that they have not given any sufficient 
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argument for their change of front. 
When the right honourable Gentleman 
points out to me that the relief, if it 
were given to the urban districts, would 
go for the most part to the land, I reply 
that is a question for future considera- 
tion. We are not dealing with the distri- 
bution of the grant, but the amount; 
the question of the distribution will come 
afterwards. Besides, I confess that, while 
I admit to a large extent the proposition— 
not without some reserve—which was put 
forward so forcibly just now, we were 
considerably bound down by the Second 
Reading of the Bill last year. I voted 
with the Government on the last Amend- 
ment upon the grant, as being part of his 
scheme ; still nobody can bind the voter, 
and while we get for Ireland the grant 
which will be given to her, we are bound 
to secure for her a full measure of jus- 
tice. Taking the country as a whole, we 
want the equivalent of what has been 
given to England. We cannot tell in the 
future how this grant will be distributed. 
It may be that in other and better days 
the whole question will be raised, and the 
cost of the support of the poor will be 
placed upon a wider basis. Nothing is 
final in legislation, and it may be possible 
for a future Parliament to deal with this 
question more in accordance with the 
true principles of political economy. I 
trust that will be done. I trust that 
some day or other a Government will 
come into power which will do away with 
this wretched system—what I consider to 
be a most unsound financial system—of 
giving doles and grants in aid out of the 
local taxes, and will recast the whole 
system on which the rates of this country 
are levied. It is in view of the future to 
a large extent that I have deter- 
mined to do everything in my power to 
secure for Ireland, as a financial entity, 
a3 a national entity, as large an amount 
as I possibly can secure, so that we 
might get as full a measure of compen- 
sation as has been given to England ; 
and then we can trust to the future. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR appealed to 
the Committee to pass from this subject 
and get on with the subsequent Amend- 
ments on the Paper. There was great 
difficulty in the way, but he would again 
give the honourable Gentleman an 
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assurance that the matter would be con- 
sidered before the Report. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: Thereis another 
point which I think the Chief Secretary 
did not make clear. His suggestion that 
there should be a preferential rate in 
some towns, and on the same principle, 
is one that requires consideration. It 
would only be an answer to the Amend- 
ment of my honourable Friend if 
it had been combined with 
proportionate compensation to the urban 
areas. The preferential rate by itself 
would be a doubtful benefit to the urban 
areas, unless it was combined with 
geome measure of compensation. We 
understand the Chief Secretary will con- 
sider whether he will be able to apply 
that principle of the preferential rate, 
and at the same time make some kind of 
monetary compensation for the disturb- 
ances which will be caused by the change. 
My honourable and learned Friend would 
do well to accept that. I do not think 
it would be right to say that it would be 
satisfactory that there should be some 
preferential rate without any sort of com- 
pensation. If the Chief Secretary will 
promise to consider both those questions 
on the understanding that no proposal 
for a preferential rate will be considered 
satisfactory unless it is combined with 
financial compensation, I think the 
Amendment might fairly be withdrawn. 


some 


Mr CLANCY (Dublin, Co., N): I 
venture to say, with reference to the sug- 
gestion that the Chief Secretary made, 
and the hint he has thrown out, that the 
effect of it will be to take away some of 
the burden of taxation from agricul- 
tural land and put it on buildings in the 
towns. So far as I am concerned I could 
never agree to that proposal. It ought 
to be understood by honourable Gentle- 
men who represent urban districts that 
this will not bring a single penny more 
to the urban districts ; it will only trans- 
fer part of the burden from agricultural 
land which already appears as preferen- 
tially treated. That is a suggestion which 
T do not think will give any satisfaction 
whatever. 


Ur. Gerald Baifeur. 
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Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8S): The right 
honourable Gentleman said he may 
reconsider this with a view to having a 
preferential rate in all the towns—one- 
fourth on land and three-fourths on 
houses. I agree entirely with the honour- 
able Member for North Dublin, and the 
honourable Member for East Mayo, that 
it would be unfair that three-fourths 
should be be taken off the land and put 
on the buildings of the shopkeepers and 
householders of the towns. At present, 
taking all Ireland, 48 towns will come 
in as urban sanitary districts. I know 
from my own experience of these towns 
that one of the things which has pre 
vented them coming in as urban sani- 
tary districts is this question of a pre 
ferential rate. They knew that one 
fourth would only fall on the land and 
three-fourths would be taken off land 
and put on to the houses. I think the 
Chief Secretary, before he explains that 
proposal of the preferential rate, ought to 
take the opinion of the town councils 
and town commissioners; he will find 
there is a large body of opinion which is 
in favour of having an equal rate. With 
regard to land and houses, I think the 
suggestion most commendable. People 
in the towns would be willing that the 
agricultural grant should be given to the 
agricultural land in the towns, but that 
no preferential rate should be made in 
favour of land in the towns which will 
put the burden on the shoulders of the 
shopkeepers. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman may see his 
way to give the agricultural grant for 
land in the towns. I beg leave to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 25, leave out ‘March’ and 
insert *‘September.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: In moving 
this Amendment I wish to ask the 
Government a Question. This Bill 
is not quite clear to me as it stands, 
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The Bill provides that the first payment 
under this clause to the Local Taxation 
(Ireland) Account shall be made during 
the six months ending on the last day 
of March next—the 31st March after the 
the passing of this Act. That is to say, 
that the first payment to the county 
councils must have to be made before 
the 3lst March. But, Sir, the county 
council is not elected. If the right 
honourable Gentleman will look at a 
subsequent clause—Clause 69—he will 
see that the county council is not to be 
elected until the 25th March, or some 
date seven days after it, and it does not 
become a county council until the Ist 


July. ° 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I propose 
to alter that. 


Mr. M. HEALY withdrew his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 28, after the word ‘land,’ 
insert ‘as defined by the Agricultural Rates 
Act, 1896.°"—( Mr. Strachey.) 


*Mr. E. J. STRACHEY : The Committee 
will see that my object is to apply the 
same definition to agricultural land in 
Ireland that has been applied to Great 
Britain. We have heard some very re 
markable statements made by the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland as regards the Eng- 
lish Act. He said that the English Act 
is permanent. But the English Rating 
Bill is not a permanent Measure ; in fact, 
it was pressure coming from within their 
own side that made the Act of 1896 
a temporary Measure, so that the con- 
tention of the Chief Secretary seems to 
me to be of little value now and does not 
at all support his argument. Then, 
again, he has told the Committee that it 
is impossible to adopt the English defi- 
nition because houses and land are not 
separately assessed. He has told us 
that buildings in Ireland are separate 
from land. But that was the reason urged 
against the definition in the Erglish 


Act. In Ireland you have the whole 
matter ready for you, and there is no 
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difficulty at all, as for years under the 
Irish Valuation Acts houses and land 
were separately assessed. It seems to me 
to show great poverty of resources on the 
part of the right honourable Gentleman 
when he says he is unable to assimilate 
the value of agricultural land in Ireland 
with that of England. Just now it 
was said that it would be  prac- 
tically impossible to make the conces- 
sion which is promised in the Report. 
I cannot help thinking that if the 
honourable Gentleman sitting behind me 
represented an agricultural constituency 
in England, it would be pointed out to 
him that it would be very unjust that the 
Irish farmer should be treated differently 
from the farmer in England. In the 
same way the clause applies to the owners 
much better treatment in Ireland than 
they have in England, and if the con- 
cession indicated by the right honourable 
Gentleman is made with regard to agri- 
cultural land in towns, then a large addi- 
tional grant will be given to them, and 
Ireland will receive much more than 
England, and in addition half the rates 
on woods, parks, pleasure grounds, race- 
courses, and so on, would be paid in Ire- 
land which receive no aid in England. 
Now, as an English Member, I 
cannot help thinking that that would 
be a very great grievance. I 
must say that it appears to me 
rather a curious thing that Members sup- 
porting the Government should be pre- 
pared to give to Ireland what is not 
given to England. It is, no doubt, quite 
natural that honourable Members from 
Ireland should be ready to support the 
Government in regard to such a pro- 
posal, but it does seem to me to be 
rather strange that honourable Members 
representing English constituencies 
should be equally willing to support the 
Government in giving to Ireland more 
than England receives, and in doing in- 
justice to England. It also seems that the 
difficulties of valuation will be very great 
if the right honourable Gentleman will 
not adopt the course adopted in the Eng- 
lish Act. There are nine Valuation Acts 
for Ireland which have been incor 
porated in this Bill, and it would appear 
that as a matter of fact, instead of ren- 
dering it easier, it will make it very 
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much more difficult and complicated. 
Therefore, for these reasons, I beg to 
move the Amendment standing in my 
name. 


Lecal Government 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Mr. Low- 
ther, the honourable Member is evidently 
totally unacquainted with the system of 
Irish valuation, or otherwise he would 
not have made this proposal for adopting 
in this Bill the provision in the English 
Act, for its adoption would necessitate 
a revaluation of Ireland. The honour- 
able Member is apparently unaware that 
the valuation in Ireland is carried on by 
a Department, whereas in England it is 
done by Committees, assisted by the 
local authorities. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co. N.): 
Mr. Lowther, in addition to what the 
right honourable Gentleman has said 
there is another remark to be made upon 
the Amendment, as an illustration of 
want of acquaintance with Irish affairs. 
I can quite understand Irish Members 
voting for this Amendment, if it were to 
be followed up by other Amendments, 
but this Amendment would have the 
effect of excluding from the agricultural 
grant certain agricultural land outside 
urban areas. As I understand, the 
honourable Member wants to have in this 
Bill the definition of agricultural land 
contained in the English Act. Very 
well; but that will exclude certain agri- 
cultural lands from the benefit of the 
grant. There are no woods, and parks, 
and racecourses within the towns of 
Ireland, and in any case these woods, 
parks, and racecourses are not getting 
the advantage in England. If the 
Amendment were followed by an Amend- 
ment striking out the latter part of the 
sub-section for the purpose of including 
agricultural land within urban areas, I 
confess I should vote for it, because I 
think it would be very profitable for Ire- 
land to have agricultural land within the 
boundaries of the urban areas getting the 
benefit of the agricultural grant. But 
let honourable Members behind me ob- 
serve that this is not a question of an 
alternative plan. The question is not 
whether you will have one plan or 
another. The proposal of the honour- 


Mr. Strachey. 
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able Gentleman is to cut down the grant 
by excluding certain agricultural land 
outside the urban areas. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: No, no. I must 
point out to the honourable Member 
that my object is to give the same treat- 
ment to Ireland as in England by in- 
cluding land in towns. 


Mr. CLANCY: According to this Bill, 
as I understand, all land within urban 
areas is shut out of the grant. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: Yes, but my Amend- 
ment includes such land. 


Mr. CLANCY: I may be entirely mis- 
taken, but for the information of the 
Committee, I will state my view of the 
proposal of the honourable Gentle- 
man again. The Bill proposes to give 
relief in respect of all agricultural lands 
outside urban areas. That is different 
from the English Act, which proposes 
to give relief in respect of all agricul- 
tural lands within the old urban areas, 
excluding certain lands such as those I 
have already mentioned. What the 
honourable Gentleman wants us to do 
is to adopt the English Act, so far as 
the country outside towns is concerned, 
but not to follow that out by a proposal 
for including land within the urban areas. 
Perhaps the honourable Gentleman does 
not want to do it, but if he does he ought 
to put down Amendments on the Paper 
for that purpose. If I am correct in 
my interpretation of the honourable 


Gentleman’s proposal, I intend to vote 
against it. 


Mr. J. DILLON: I think the honour- 
able Member mistakes altogether the 
intention of the honourable Member in 
moving this Amendment. Its intention 
is to extend to Ireland the same principle 
as that on which the English Rating Act 
was passed. If the Amendment of the 
honourable Member were accepted, it is 
quite clear that there should be an 
Amendment to the end of the clause, but 
that would be merely consequential. 
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Mr. CLANCY: But the honourable 
Gentleman has not proposed it. May I 
point out that the honourable Member 
has not put down such an Amendment, 
though he has put down another conse- 
quential Amendment? 


Mr. DILLON: May I point out to the 
honourable Member for North Dublin 
that no less than seven Irish Members 
have put down consequential Amend- 
ments ; and [ take it that very naturally 
the honourable Member intended to sup- 
port one of those Amendments. It is 
perfectly manifest that if his Amend- 
ment were carried the end of the clause 
would disappear, because it would con- 
tradict the Amendment of the honour- 
able Member. It is perfectly clear that 
the meaning of the Amendment is that 
the application of the Act shall be on the 
same principle as the application of the 
English Act, and that it would apply to 
the urban districts. I do not think it 
is just or fair to attribute to the honour- 
able Member intentions which, from the 
purport of his speech in explaining his 
Amendment, it is evident he never enter- 
tained. Whether right or wrong, his 
object is to apply relief to the same class 
of land in Ireland as in England. 


Mr. FLYNN: Sir, there is a very 
strong feeling in Ireland about this ques- 
tion of urban lands, and I have no doubt 
that the right honourable Gentleman has 
received hundreds of resolutions from all 
parts of Ireland protesting against the 
exclusion of urban lands. This morning 
I was looking over an English assessment 
table, and I find that in places so close 
to London as Lewisham there is agricul- 
tural land rated to the extent of £9,580 
which actually received the benefit of the 
English Act. Similarly, places like Ful- 
ham and Hammersmith have received the 
benefits of the English Act, as have large 
towns like Birmingham and a great many 
other places. I think that Irish Mem- 
bers would be acting contrary to the wish 
of a large number of districts in Ireland 
by supporting the Amendment of the 
honourable Member. Of course, I can 
quite understand that the honourable 
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Member, in putting down this Amend- 
ment and his second Amendment lower 
down, had in view the same object as 
the eight Amendments on the Paper in 
the names of Irish Members. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
honourable Gentleman had been in his 
place for the last two hours he would 
have heard that thisis the question which 
we have been discussing for that period. 
I may observe, as to the Amendment, 
that it is really out of the question that 
we should simply take the definition of 
the English Act as to including or ex- 
cluding the agricultural land within the 
limits of the towns; it is not suitable 
to the valuation existing in Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN: I might explain that in 
my Amendment we should not have had 
this discussion as to the urban lands. 


Dr. CLARK: The object of my 
honourable Friend in moving his Amend- 
ment is perfectly clear It is to include 
certain towns, and to include land which 
at the present time does not come under 
the Bill. If you adopt the principle of 
the Amendment you apply the same 
principle to Ireland as you do to Eng- 
land. In England it is only land for 
agricultural purposes that you include. 
As this clause is drafted, you exclude it. 
What you exclude in Ireland is sporting 
land and land used for pleasure. Here 
you go beyond the English Act. I hope 
those gentlemen who are so anxious to 
see the same principle applied to Ire 
land as to England will look into the 
matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The last time we 
had this Debate in the House we got 
through 15 clauses through loquacious 
talking. The loquacious English have 
now begun, and we have not got through 
one clause yet. 


Question put— 

‘That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided:—Ayes 83; 

Noes 23!.—(Division List 101.) 
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Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8S.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


Abraham. Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury. Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H. Smith- 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn. Sir M.H.(Brist’l) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 


Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 


Local Government 





Fitzmaurice, 


{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 
MacNeill, John G. 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
McEwan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) | 


Swift 


| Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 








NOES. 


Clancy, John Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Commins, Andrew 

Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. 8. (Bolton) 
Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Daly, James 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Digby. J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralnh 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


| Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest | 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. b. | 
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O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 


| Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 


Roche, John (Galway, E.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 


| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


| Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Wedderburn, Sir William 


Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


| Woodall, William 


Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Strachey and Dr. 
Clark. 


Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 


Heath, James 


| Helder, Augustus 


Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 


| Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 


Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 








1485 Local Government 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lafone, Alfred | 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) | 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie | 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 

McArthur, Chas. (Liverpoo:) 
McCalmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
McCalmont,Mj-Gn.(Ant’m,N.) 
McCalmont,Col. J. (Ant’m,E.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph | 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
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“Page 16, line 30, after 


‘ Acts,’ 
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Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Minch, Matthew 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 

Mount, William George 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
O’Malley, William 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym. C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
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Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Mvles 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbvsh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘T. 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L,) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’ld) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Mr. HEALY: The railways are only 
liable for one-fourth. 


I think the time 





‘which is not part of a railway or canal.’ ”— 


(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. DILLON: I should like to have 
some explanation as to why the Govern- 
ment put in this Amendment. Does it 
apply to the tracks of the railway or the 
course of the canal? Does it apply to the 
land which forms part of the property of 
the railways? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No; the 
words here in the Bill would include 
that, and it is obvious that it is not 
intended that it should. 


Mr. DILLON: But. take agricultural 
land, the property of the railway com- 
pany. Would this clause deprive them 
of their rights? 





has now come when they should be made 
to pay their full share. What is wanted 
is something far beyond an Amendment. 
Take the Towns Improvement Act. The 
railway is the richest corporation in the 
town, and they only pay one-fourth of 
the charge which the shopkeeper has to 
pay, although at their stations they com- 
pete with him in tea and tobacco, and 
so forth. It is really monstrous that they 
should not pay their full share. 


Amendment agreed to. 


The following Amendment stood on the 
Paper in the name of Mr. J. O’Connor— 


“Page 16, line 31, after the second ‘any,’ 
insert ‘county.’ Leave out from ‘borough’ to 
end of clause.” 





Se EE 











ig 
oY 
e 





Wengen T Syd 2) Sa ocgceaet PRP SE oR PST ae 





DI re et eee, 


1487 

Mr. J. O’;CONNOR (Wicklow, West): I 
do not propose to move this Amendment, 
because the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary has promised to con- 
sider the whole subject of the agricultural 
land in the towns, but I would ask him 
to consider this point with regard to the 
urban area. The object would be to 
stereotype the land which is outside the 
towns. I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will consider that point with 
the rest. 


Local Government 


Mr. GERALD BALFOOR: I am afraid 
I could not go as far as that. 


Question put— 

“That clause 34 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 

*Mr. WHITTAKER: I think we 
to have an opportunity of saying a few 
words upon this clause, because really 
this is the only clause which concerns 
the English Members of this House. I 
have refrained from discussing the 
details of this clause, but there are 
some general principles as to which 
there may be a word or two fairly 
said. This is the only clause which 
concerns the English Members, be- 
cause this is the clause which demands 
that should pay. If the Irish 
Members are satisfied with the other 
portions of the Bill, we have nothing 
to say, and I have been happy to 
join them in extending it, so far as I 
have been able to do so; but this clause 
makes grants to Irish taxation practi- 
cally out of English pockets. It is a 
new departure, and I cannot help re 
marking that there has not been any 
argument upon the part of the Govern- 
ment to justify this grant. We have 
been left to ourselves to look for reasons 
for making this grant, and that is why 
such contradictory opinions had been 
given as to the object. I object to grants 
in aid of all kinds, but I simply wish to 
ask the Government why this-grant is to 
be made. I know very well that it appears 
to be a part of the policy of the Party 
opposite. that when an extension of local 


ought 


we 
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government is made something in the 
nature of a sop must be given to the 
landlord party. It was done in England, 
when a sop was given to the landlords of 
this country, but when that sop was 
given to the English landlords a corre 
sponding bribe or sop was given to the 
Irish, and to give them a grant now is 
merely to repeat the dose. Is there any. 
amount due, or any just claim? Or is it 
as has been suggested? It has been de 
scribed as barefaced bribery, as palm oil 
and anti-friction grease. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Call it restitution. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: The honourable 
Member for Waterford has told us to 
get rid of the idea that there is any 
special favour being done to Ireland by 
the giving of this grant. He tells us 
that the money is due; on the other 
hand, the honourable Member for East 
Mayo has told us it is a shameful bribe, 
whilst the honourable Member for North 
Islington has told us it is a just boon. 
These are curicus expressions when 
applied to the same grant. The honour- 
able Member for Londonderry has indi- 
cated that he will willingly take any 
money that can be got from England, 
because he thinks that so much has been 
taken from Ireland for Imperial taxation. 


Mr. KNOX: I think there is a slight 
mistake on the part of the honourable 
Member. I should not be willing to take 
from England more than the £3,000,000 
which J think is due to us. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: I am glad that 
the honourable Gentleman places some 
limit upon the amount of money 
that he is prepared to _ take 
from England. The honourable Mem- 
ber contradicts the statement that this 
is a gift to Ireland in consequence of 
the relief to agriculture that we have 
given to England. Now, I think we are 
entitled to complain that amid these 
conflicting and inconsistent opinions the 
Government has given us no guidance 
whatever. Now, the question as to what 
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we ordinarily understand by the financial 
relations does not come in. The Govern- 
ment denies that claim; the House re- 
pudiates that claim ; and the Irish Mem- 
bers say that they do not consider that 
this grant will affect that claim one jot. 
But there is another phase to which we 
are entitled to make reference—that of 
local taxation. Do we, as matters now 
stand, help Ireland in her local taxation 
out of the Imperial Exchequer less than 
England? Ts that their claim! Is there 
any money due? My answer is, No. Ip 
the first place, we already meet out of 
the Imperial Exchequer expenses in Ire- 
isnc which in England we pay out of 
our local rates. Ireland does not pay 
a School Board rate: we do. Ireland does 
not pay for her police except to a limited 
extent. 


Mr. P. O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): We do 


not want them. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: But we do. Imean 
we do pay for them. We do pay rates 
for our police, and you do not for yours. 
We pay the whole cost of public educa- 
tion in Ireland and the police out of 
the Imperial Exchequer—while we pay 
our own out of our rates—and there- 
fore there is no ground for any claim 
there. Great Britain pays nine-tenths 
of the whole revenue; and_ there- 
fore it follows that it pays nine-tenths 
of the cost which Ireland should pay 
for her police force and local educa- 
tion. In addition to that, Great Britain 
pays Imperial taxes which are not 
allotted to a local account—taxation to 
the amount of three millions, which is 
not levied in Ireland at all; and the 
bulk of these taxes are taxes which 
would fall on teal property. Ireland 
pays no house duty, England does; Ire- 
land pays no land tax, England does. 
There are other taxes which we bear which 
are not borne by Ireland at all, and there- 
fore, obviously, Ireland is treated more 
generously in the matter of taxation 
than England. Then there are the Excise 
licences ; the corresponding grant mad. 
to Ireland when England got the Excise 
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licences was £44,000 more than the 
licences would produce. There are 
special licences which are not paid in 
Ireland, and which are paid in England 
—establishment licences and carriage 
licences. When those establishment 
licences were allotted to local taxation in 
England we gave Ireland a corresponding 
gvrant—for what? for a tax they did not 
pay. Now, then, the important point 
in connection with this grant is its bear- 
ing on the Death Duties, because, when 
the Act of 1896 was passed, the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer was very careful to 
point out that this grant was to be made 
out of the Death Duties in order to make 
personal property contribute to the rates 
and thus somewhat equalise the burden 
between real and personal property. For 
the purposes of local taxation under the 
Finance Act of 1894, one and a half per 
cent. on personal property was allotted 
to local taxation, and it was allotted in 
the proportions of 80, 11, 9 in the three 
countries. Now one and a half per cent, 
duty upon the personalty which pays 
duty in Ireland produces £107,000, but 
the proportion 80, 11, 9 does not give 
Ireland that amount, but gives her 
instend £202,000. Therefore, Ireland is 
more favourably treated there again. 
Now, we in England pay rates and taxes 
which Ireland does not pay, but she 
coes not pay anv rates or taxes which 
we do not pay. We are already taxed to 
pay expenditure in Ireland which we 
are rated for in this country. But 
it is claimed that this grant to Ire 
land is an equivalent to the agricul- 
tural grant, and it is argued that as 
half the rates are paid in England, so 
half of these rates should be paid in Ire- 
land. But then I would suggest in answer 
to that, that if the agricultural grant was 
for the relief of agriculture itself, to 
let a large portion go into the land- 
lords’ pockets is not to benefit agricul- 
ture. With regard to England, it was 
contended that it would not go into the 
landlords’ pockets. With regard to Scot- 
land, a special provision was made that 
it should not do so, but this clause pro- 
vides that a large proportion of it shall. 
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Then there is another thing: here, the 
grant was made temporarily ; in Ireland 
it is to be permanent. That only means 
that all the attempts that may be made 
in this House to let this grant expire at 
the end of five years will be futile, because 
while you have got it in Ireland perma- 
nently, it is idle to suppose that you will 
ever get rid of it in Engiand or Scotland. 
Real property in Ireland escapes all rates 
and taxes, and that is a very substantial 
relief indeed; furthermore, a very gene- 
rous equivalent has already been voted 
to Ireland for the agricultural grant. The 
agricultural grant in England, as I have 
already said, came out of the death duties, 
and the object was to equalise the bur- 
den of the rates between real and 
personal property, atid that object 
was expounded by nobody more 
clearly or more frequently than by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who pointed out that the real object was 
to make personal property contribute to 
the burden of the local taxation; conse- 
quently an allotment was made to the 
three countries in proportion to their con- 
tribution to the taxation on the personal 
property of the three countries. Obvi- 
ously, if personal property were to be 
made to contribute towards the burden of 
local taxation, it was never intended that 
personal property in England should con- 
tribute towards the burden of local taxa- 
tion of Ireland; that was the reason for 
the adoption of the proportion of 80, 11, 
and 9, the adoption of which was a great 
advantage to Ireland, because it gives 
her a larger proportion than that to 
which she is entitled, having regard to 
the amount of her contribution. The 
result of that is that she gets nearly 
double her share of the grant which 
should have been the equivalent of the 
agricultural grant in the country. If 
the amount which Ireland received was 
in fair proportion to the amount of her 
contributions, then, instead of receiving 
£150,000 she would only get some- 
where about £80,000. I venture to sug- 
gest that the idea that Ireland ought to 
have the same grant for the same pur- 
poses is a plausible fallacy. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer hag pointed out 


Mr. Whittaker. 
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very clearly from time to time that that 
has not been the policy adopted for the 
last 10 years. Grants have been made 
from the Death Duties for the local taxa. 
tion of Ireland, Scotland, and England. 
In Ireland the proportion which personal 
property bears to real property is very 
much smaller than that in this country, 
and therefore you cannot expect the same 
proportion of contribution from it in Ire- 
land for local taxation as you get in this 
country. The purposes to which the 
money has been devoted have varied con. 
siderably in each country, but it has been 
for local purposes. The basis for dis- 
tributing the Death Duties has been 
80, 11 and 9. That basis of contri- 
bution is an advantage to Ireland in this 
particular case, because it gives her 
£150,000 a year to balance the English 
agricultural grant, and that is nearly 
double her share. Now, in this parti- 
cular Bill it is proposed that instead of 
£150,000, which is already more than her 
share of the contribution towards this 
fund, she is to have £730,000, she is to 
have £35,000 more than she now gets 
from other grants. Sheisto get £279,000 
where she now gets £244,000; thus she 
is to have £1,009,000, which means a net 
increase of £615,000, and she is to have 
it in perpetuity, while, as the law now 
stands, England and Scotland only get 
theirs for five years. I say the Govern- 
ment has admitted again and again 
that there is no case for an equiva- 
lent grant. Last year, in May, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer denied that 
Ireland had not any just claim in equity 
to this grant. On the 21st of the same 
month the First Lord of the Treasury 
said Ireland possessed no claim in strict 
equity to the many hundreds and thou- 
sands of pounds which would be required 
if the rating question were treated on 
similar lines to those to be adopted 
in England. They made that declara 
tion, yet this year they propose that this 
grant should be given. I agree with the 
statement of the honourable Member for 
East Mayo, in which he said they were 
giving it as a bribe. It is a bribe; 
it is anti-friction grease; it is redolent 
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of palm oil; it is a monstrous 
job, and the honourable Member for 
East Mayo is quite correct when he 
so describes it. I have no complaint 
to make that the Irish Members 
accept this Bili on these terms. If we 
were in their position we should do the 
same. Local government has been with- 
held from them far too long. It is said 
these are the only terms upon which they 
can get it. I say that the scandal is 
that right honourable Gentlemen on the 
Front Bench there, who are in possession 
of one of the largest majorities that this 
House has ever seen, have not the 
courage to force this Measure through on 
broad and liberal terms, because of a 
score of Members sitting below the Gang- 
way and a few Peers elsewhere. It is a 
scandalous job. I do not blame the Irish 
people for accepting it, but I do blame 
the Government for bringing it in in 
this form. It simply means that the 
British public are to be scandalously 
plundered in order to enable the Tory 
Party to do an act of tardy justice to 
the Irish people. This system of con- 
stand doles, subsidies, and grants is a 
method of buying off or attempting to 
buy off the movement for Home Rule. 
No stronger argument for Home Rule 
could be found, that these means are re- 
sorted to to buy off the Irish demand for 
self-government, and England pays very 
dearly for its stupidity. We shall go 
on paying the price and making these con- 
cessions until Parliament has the courage 
to give to Ireland the self-government to 
which she is entitled. I say this systei 
of subsidies of the Imperial Exchequer 
to local taxation is a bad one. Parts of 
the United Kingdom are _ treated 
differently, and the grants are distri- 
buted on varying principles, some to 
one part and not to another, some on 
one basis and some on another; some 
ta one part on one basis, some to another 
on another, and the result is confusion and 
injustice ; and when some part of public 
expenses are paid out of the rates here 
and out of the Imperial Exchequer there, 
and when grants are made on all kinds 
of varying and inconsistent principles, 
the result inevitably is a hand to mouth 
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and time-serving policy—a policy which 
creates a hopeless muddle and _ lends 
itself to political log rolling and Party 
manipulation and class legislation. ‘l'his 
Bill is one more added to the many 
examples that this Government has 
given us. Sometimes it is the national 
entity theory which prevails—one country 
is dealt with quite differently to another. 
Sometimes 80, 11, 9 is the sacred prin- 
ciple, and at others similarity all round 
is the basis which we are to swear by. 
Naturally, on each particular occasion, 
Irish Members demand the method which 
yields them the most. There is much to 
be said for each and every one of these 
methods of treatment, if it is to be 
adopted throughout and all round; but 
when you pick and choose amongst them 
as they will yield the most, then it is 
absurdly inequitable. Just now, for the 
purposes of the agricultural grant, 
the proposal is that Ireland should be 
treated as England. I say, very good. 
Let Ireland pay a school rate, a carriage 
tax, @ land tax, and house duty. If it 
is to be the same all round, let Ireland 
pay those charges just as we do. But 





similarity all round is just what the 


Government do not propose. According 
to this method of treating Ireland, the 
principle would appear to be “heads 
they win, tails we lose.” The First Lord 
of the Treasury and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer were perfectly right when 
they declared last year that Ireland has 
no claim whatever in equity to this large 
grant. I remember that five years ago, 
when we were discussing the Home 
Rule Bill, one of the proposals was to 
allow the Irish people £500,000 a year 
for their police, and the First Lord of 
the Treasury described that as a war in- 
demnity capitalised at seventeen millions. 
We are now paying the whole £1,500,000, 
and we are going to add £600,000 more. 
That will make a war indemnity of over 
two millions, representing a capital value 
not of seventeen millions, but of seventy 
millions. And, Sir, it isa war indemnity 


without peace. It is a war indemnity 


without any settlement of a long out- 
standing question. That is the latest 
outcome of the policy of the Tory Party, 
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and I do not believe for a moment that 
it will commend itself to the taxpayers 
of this country. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I desire, before we go to a Division on 
this clause, to say a few words, especially 
as I have not hitherto occupied any time 
in the Committee discussion of the Bill. 
The Bill is a very important one not 
only for Ireland, but as it affects the 
taxpayers of the United Kingdom. The 
honourable Gentleman who has _ just 
addressed the Committee has gone int> 
every possible topic of opposition to the 
clause. I am only going to state two or 
three considerations bearing on the sub- 
ject which induce me to vote against 
this clause to-day, and which have led 
me as well as other Members of this 
House to set our faces against the prin- 
ciple involved in the clause. I opposed 
the Agricultural Rating Bill for England 
clause by clause. I opposed also the Agri- 


cultural Rating Bill for Scotland. I 
am entitled, therefore, to oppose 
this Bill, which carries out the sam: 


principles with regard to Ireland. The 
question as to its giving any relief for 
agricultural depression has been given 
up. I do not think that we have had a 
word from any honourable Member sit- 
ting on the Front Bench opposite to the 
effect that Ireland is suffering from agri- 
cultural depression. Can honourable 
Gentlemen opposite point to a single 
statement to that effect during the whole 
course of the passage of this Bill? They 
have abandoned that plea, and it is not 
pretended even that the Bill is a fair 
application of the principle of equivalent 
grants. Now let us look at what it really 
proposes to do. If this Bill is passed we 
shall find that the financial result of 
these operations is this, that in the course 
of the three years during which the 
present Government has been in office 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
added to the permanent expenditure of 
this country two and three-quarter mil- 
lions of money out of the public Ex- 
chequer for the relief of a certain sectioa 
of the ratepayers of this country. Nearly 
Mr. Whittaker. 
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three millions have gone in the shape of 
these grants. Honourable Gentlemen 
opposite cheer that; they think it will 
de them good in the constituencies ; but 
I would remind them that they have had 
the opportunity in two recent instances 
of noting the effect of grants such as that 
which is now proposed. This legislation, 
by which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has squandered nearly three millions of 
money, does not appear to have done 
much good to the Party opposite, even 
in agricultural constituencies. This huge 
expenditure is to be permanent, and it is 
to come out of the general taxation of 
the country, while the bulk of it is to 
go for the benefit of one particular sec- 
tion of the taxpayers of the country. I 
say that that is a gross injustice; it is 
bad finance; it is bad legislation; and 
I am glad to say also that it is bad elec- 
toral strategy. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I would venture for a very few 
moments to trespass on the Committee 
with a word or two upon this very im. 
portant question. I am going to vote 
against the clause, although during the 
greater part of my life I have tried to 
be a Home Ruler. During three con- 
tested elections I have endeavoured to 
support Home Rule in its most drastic 
form, but tonight, with all my regard 
for Home Rule intact, I feel bound to 
vote against this clause. I have to ask 
myself, to what quarter are these huge 
sums of money going? The Irish Mem- 
bers have told us distinctly that in their 
opinion it is not only a bribe, but that 
it is largely going to the landowning 
classes. As a workman—I only want to 
make this one point, and I will then sit 
down—as a workman, I say that if these 
huge sums of money are going to be 
devoted to the relief of distress, I am hera 
to-night to say, in the name of thousands 
and tens of thousands of workmen, both 
in the country and in the towns, that 
the people of this country will not 
tolerate the spending of their money in 
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this profligate fashion. If you are going | 
to pay half a landlord’s rates, I absolutely | 
fail to see why you should not pay half | 
a workman’s rent. And I may point out 
that you are not paying this money in 
return for something that we can value. 
If this were the price of giving the Irish 
nation their right to govern themselves, 
then | would shut my eyes to the ques- 
tion of economy, and think it was a good | 
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bargain. But it is not a bargain of 
that kind. It is giving to the landlords, 
and it is giving to them practically alone. 


| For my part I shall certainly register my 


vote against it, and I believe the Govern- 
went will find that my opinions are the 
opinions of thousands of British workmen. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 243; 
Noes 60.—(Division List No. 102.) 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres. Lord 

Balfour, Rt.H». G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Brist’]) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry | 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton | 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Cnamberlain, Rt.Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Commins, Andrew 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
‘Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

‘Crilly, Daniel 








AYES. 


Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
Daly, James | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. | 
| 


| 


Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Dillon, John 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 
Ellis. John Edward (Notts) | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyn | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hares | 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- | 
Flannery, Fortescue | 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flynn, James Christopher | 
| 


o~ 


Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Godson, Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
yoschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Heath, James 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Henderson, xander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward 8S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 





Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kemp, Geor, 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks ) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw'ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, H. L. B. (Cambs ) 
McCalmont,Mj-Gn.(Ant’m,N.) 
McCalmont, Col. J.(Ant’m,E.) 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
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Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. | 
Milner, Sir Frederick George | 
Milton, Viscount | 
Milward, Colonel Victor | 
Minch, Matthew 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants) | 
More, Robert Jasper | 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William George 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 


Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


Round, James 


Sheehy, David 





{COMMONS } 


Pryce-Jones, Edward 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
| Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
, Roche, Hon. J. 

| Roche, John (Galway, E.) 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
Seely, Charles Hilton 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M'T. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. 
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Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Waring, Col. Thomas 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


(Kerry, E.) 


Thos. Myles | 


AYEs— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir William Walrond 
Mr. Anstruther. 





(Donegal, W.) | 


NOES. 


Allen, Wm. (Newce.-under L.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark,Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Crombie, John William 
Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Holburn, J. G. 





Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this day. 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) 
[EXPENSES]. 


(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of the Revenues of India, of the 
purchase money, compensation, and all expenses 
which may become payable under any Act of 
the present Session, to empower the Secretary 





Holden, Sir Angus 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
McEwan, William 
McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. L. 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 

| Richardson, J. (Durham) 

| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 





Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’ld} 


(Carmarthen) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Whittaker and Mr. 
Buchanan. 





of State in Council to purchase Lands in con- 
nection with the Store Department of the India 
Office.” —/ Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


And, it being after Midnight, and 
objection being taken to further pro- 
ceeding, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Thursday. 


House adjourned at 12.10. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 17th May 1898. 





Tus LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- 
tificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 


BROMPTON, CHATHAM, GILLINGHAM, 
AND ROCHESTER WATER BILL. 


IPSWICH DOCK COMMISSION BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

Examiner’s Certificate of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Monday next. 
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1502 
GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


Business. 


KETTERING WATER BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


ST. ANNE’S-ON-THE-SEA GAS BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


ENFIELD GAS BILL. 
Reported without Amendment. 


FOLKESTONE WATER BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


TYNEMOUTH CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


KNOTT END RAILWAY BILL. 


Orders made on the 5th instant and 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bill com- 
mitted for Friday next. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Orders made on the 26th of April and 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bill com- 
mitted for Friday next. 


30 
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THANET GAS BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed fur- 
ther with the Bill; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


STAINES RESERVOIRS JOINT 
COMMITTEE BILL. 
Read the second time, and committed : 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


SOUTHEND-ON-SEA GAS BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments; passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners. 


SOUTHEND WATER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners. 


HART’S DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


NORTON AND HALTON ROADS BILL. 
(H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


— 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; after- 

wards read the first time ; to be printed, 

and referred to the Examiners. [No. 73.] 


{LORDS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read the third time on 
Friday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read the third time on 
Friday next. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the second time (according to 
order). 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(BARNES, ETC.) BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the second time (according to 
order). 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SERIES (1898), No. 7. 
Agreement between the United King- 
dom and France respecting the express 
delivery of parcels ; signed at Paris, 13th 
April, 1898: Presented (by command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ARMY (MILITIA). 


Further regulations relating to the 
Militia. 
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UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 


Abstract of accounts of the University 
of Glasgow for the year ended 30th 
September, 1897, being the annual 
Report on the state of the finances of 
the University, under the provisions of 
section 30 of the Universities (Scotland) 
Act, 1889: Laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Occupation of 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


LICENSING (DISQUALIFICATION OF 
JUSTICES REMOVAL) BILL. [H.L.] 


To be read the second time on Friday 
next. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


[H.L.] 
Reported from the Standing Commit- 
tee with Amendments: The Report 


thereof to be received on Friday next; 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
72.) 


ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN AT 
SCHOOL (SCOTLAND) BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read the 
third time on Friday next. 


LUNACY BILL. [H.L.] 


Committee of the whole House (which 
stands appointed for this day) put off to 
Friday next. 


COPYRIGHT BILL. [H.L.] 


Select Committee to meet on Monday 
next at a quarter before Four o’clook. 


‘COPYRIGHT (AMENDMENT) BILL. [H.L.] 


Select Committiee to meet on Monday 
next at a quarter before Four o’clock. 


{17 May 1898} 
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Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion for the Standing Committee, That 
the Committee have added the Earl 
Russell to the Standing Committee for 
the consideration of the Lunacy Bill 
(H.L.); read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


OCCUPATION OF WEI-HAI-WEI. 
*Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY, in rising 
to ask Her Majesty’s Government what 
were their intentions as to the occupa- 
tion of Wei-hai-Wei, said: My Lords, I 
think the noble Marquess opposite will 
not be surprised that I have placed on 
the Paper the Notice for to-day about 
Wei-hai-Wei. There is, no doubt, con- 
siderable anxiety as to the course which 
Her Majesty's Government intend to 
pursue with regard to the occupation of 
that port. It seems to me that the occu- 
pation must be regarded in two aspects: 
first, to a considerable extent from the 
professional aspect of what the precise 
advantages of the port may be from a 
naval point of view, and what should be 
done to make it as valuable for that pur- 
pose as possible; and, second, from the 
point of view of the policy of 
this country with regard to the Far East, 
and on what that policy is based. As 
regards the advantages of the port from 
a naval point of view, I am, of course, 
not in any way competent to express an 
opinion. All I can say is that, having 
read with great attention a variety of 
opinions expressed by experts on the 
subject, I remain no wiser than I was 
before. Opinions differ very much as. 
to its witalie ‘silting ; but, my Lords, 
IT conclude that this, at all events, is a 
point which the Government must have 
carefully considered—namely, whether 
it would be necessary to fortify the port 
and to garrison it with British or Indian 
troops; and also whether or not it is 
to be regarded as a second naval base 
to Hong-kong, or merely as a place where 
ships can go in from time to time, and 
30 2 
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from which you can watch what takes 
place in the neighbourhood of the Gulf 
of Pechiti. For my part, although, as I 
said, I am no expert, I have consider- 
able doubts whether the advantages are 
so great as some people represent them 
to be. At all events, it seems to be quite 
clear that any advantage which may be 
derived from the naval point of 
view must be restricted to the particular 
quarter of China which adjoins the Gulf 
of Pechili. For other purposes our base 
at Hong-kong will be sufficient, as it 
always has been. Apart from these ques- 
tions, which are certainly not without 
their importance, unless some consider, 
able strategic advantage is obtained, it 
will clearly be a very great burden on 
this country to have to keep a large 
garrison at Wei-hai-Wei; nor would it 
be matter of indifference if you were 
to attempt to make it a large fortified 


port. In that case I conclude it would 
require considerable expenditure of 
money. If, however, it is really of first- 


rate importance as a naval base, no one 
in this country will grudge the expendi- 
ture which may be necessary for that 
purpose. I rather anticipate to hear 
that it is regarded by Her Majesty’s 
Government as of somewhat secondary 


importance... Now, with regard to 
the policy connected with Wei-hai- 
Wei. There again I feel conside~ 
able doubt from the utterances 


which we have heard on the subject, and 
from the Papers—which I, of course, have 
studied—that have been laid before Pa~ 
liament. The noble Marquess, I think 
in February last, said in one of the 
dispatches addressed to our Minister at 
Pekin that the interests of this country 
and Russia were not antagonistic. What 
I think the noble Marquess said was 
that he agreed entirely with an observa- 
tion of Count Muravieff to that effect. 
The subsequent proceedings of Her 
Majesty’s Government seemed to be based 
on a different view, because it appeared 
that it was the occupation of Port Arthur 
by the Russians which in their view 
necessitated our occupation of Wei-hai- 
Wei. There is another thing which has 
puzzled me. One of the remarks of the 
noble Marquess was that the occupation 
of Port Arthur by Russia was a mistake 
on the part of Russia, or, at all events, it 


wai balanced by our occupation of 


{LORDS} 
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Wei-hai-Wei. Well, that, I must say, 
rather perplexed me; and I was also unable 
to understand from the first how it was 
that the Government did not perceive 
that, if Russia were to extend her 
dominion to Manchuria, it was absolutely 
certain that the ice-free port which she 
would possess in Manchuria would be 
occupied by her as a naval base. It was 
perfectly clear to everyone that Russia 
would not occupy Manchuria merely for 
the purpose of having a commercial port, 
but that she would insist upon having a 
naval base in Manchuria. I am unable, 
therefore, to understand why Her 
Majesty’s Government did not from the 
first. base their policy, whatever it might 
have been, on the knowledge that in all 
probability the naval base to be selected 
by Russia in that quarter of the world 
would be Port Arthur. I suppose it is 
not unfair to assume that our occupation 
of Wei-hai-Wei is an answer to the occu- 


pation by Russia of Port Arthur. Now 
what dces that imply? It implies 
clearly a policy of direct antago- 


nism to Russia in that quarter of the 
world. Now, if we are to place ourselves 
in this position of direct antagonism, it 
is necessary to consider how far Wei-hai- 
Wei will be of avail in enabling us t» 
maintain that position. I must not be 
understood to say that I desire that we 
should be placed in antagonism to Russia. 
I am arguing on the supposition—which, 
I think, is the only one which can be de- 
rived from the course recently pursued b; 
the Government in the occupation of 
Wei-hai-Wei—that our antagonistic posi 
tion to Russia in that quarter of the 
world is regarded by them as imevitable. 
I think that this is perfectly clear, and 
Her Majesty’s Government have through- 
out, I think, the later stages of these 
proceedings clearly perceived and 
admitted that the power of Russia in the 
Far East, after these remarkable changes 
which have taken place, is a power which 
is derived from her position by land. 
When Russia has completed her 
Siberian railway, and that section of the 


railway which brings her down to 
the open sea in the Gulf ' 
Pechili, her military power in that 
quarter of the world will be enor- 


mously increased. Although we have 
been taught by the celebrated work of 
Captzin Mahan that a sea Power has a 





The Earl of Kimberley. 

















1509 


considerable effect, even with regard to 
the operations of another Power by land, 
yet I cannot conceive that the possession 
of Wei-hai-Wei—while Russia occupies 
Manchuria, and occupies it, as she can 
perfectly do, with a very large military 
foree—can enable us successfully, by that 
means, to resist the advance of Russia in 
the direction of Pekin. Therefore I do 
not see that the occupation of Wei-hai- 
Wei, looked at from that point of view, 
will be an advantage to this country. Of 
course, I will not pass over what I think 
was pointed out by the noble Marquess 
himself, and what I admit—namely, the 
temporary_advantage to us of Wei-hai- 
Wei. After all that took place with 
regard to the negotiations in the East, to 
which I do not wish to refer this even- 
ing, I can conceive that Her Majesty’s 
Government felt that their influence at 
Pekin would be seriously diminished 
unless they in some way indicated that 
they were by no means abandoning the 
position of this country in that part of 
the world. I can conceive that, for a 
time, the measure of occupying Wei-hai- 
Wei might assist us in maintaining our 
position diplomatically at Pekin. But I 
desire rather to consider the occupation 
of Wei-hai-Wei from the point of view of 
what permanent advantage it may be to 
this country, and what policy is implied 
by it in the Far East. We have had 
some remarkable utterances on this sub- 
ject. The noble Marquess, in a very 
interesting speech which he made to a 
very interesting body—the Primrose 
League—recently said— 


Occupation of 





“As long as the Chinese Empire remains 
upright, I do not think that that power (the 
power of Russia by land) can be exercised even 
if Russia desires to exercise it—which I am by 
no means asserting—to the injury of the rest 
of the world.” 


Now, my Lords, that seems to assume 
that China is upright. I should have 
said that “upright” was the last epithet 
which could describe the present position 
of China. China is not upright; it is 
prostrate, and I do not myself at present 
see by what means she is to be raised to 
such a position of restored power as to 
enable her successfully to resist the pres- 
sure of her powerful neighbour to the 
north. I am not the only person who 
takes that view. I suppose most of us 
have been, I will not say startled, be- 
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cause I think that may be regarded as a 
strong expression, but immensely inte- 
rested in a speech which was made by a 
distinguished colleague of the noble 
Marquess a day or two ago. There are 
many things in that speech which have 
no connection with the subject-matter I 
am now bringing forward, but I find there 
a long reference to our position in China. 
Now, in the first place, I observe that, 
far from admitting that China is up- 
right, Mr. Chamberlain, in the speech to 
which I am referring, after saying that 
nobody was prepared for the total col- 
lapse of China, goes on to say— 


“From the moment that you recognised 
that fact—namely, the collapse of China—you 
had to see that China, unless she were assisted 
from outside, is absolutely at the mercy of the 
great military empire, with its hundred mil- 
lion inhabitants and its 4,000 miles of land 
frontier on the boundary of China.” 


That declaration is not consistent with 
the view of the noble Marquess that 
China is upright, and that as long 
as China is upright there is no danger 
from Russia; but if Mr. Chamberlain’s 
view is correct—and I must say I entirely 
agree with it—Chinais in such a condition 
that she is unable to hold her ground 
against her great neighbour without 
assistance from without. Now, will the 
possession of Wei-hai-Wei give us the 
power of effectively assisting her from 
without, if ever—I do not wish to antici- 
pate it—Russia should take measures to 
march southwards, and perhaps occupy 
Pekin? It seems to me that is an impos- 
sible proposition. It is quite impossible 
to conceive that the mere possession of 
Wei-hai-Wei could enable us to resist 
such an advance if it were really under- 
taken. Well, then, it may naturally be 
asked, with Mr. Chamberlain, because he 
made an allusion to the position of 
affairs when we were in office—did we 
foresee the position in which China would 
be placed by its collapse after the war 
with Japan, and did we take any mea- 
sures to prevent the consequences which 
might follow from the collapse? Now, 
my Lords, I have not much to say on 
that subject, but I will be quite explicit. 
We were perfectly alive to the enormous 
change which must necessarily follow 
from the collapse of China, in conse- 
quence of her defeat by Japan, and we 
had to  consider—Mr. Chamberlain 
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alludes to it—whether or not we should 
join with the three other Powers—Russia, 
Germany, and France—who invited us to 
join in the measures which they took to 
compel Japan to relinquish possession of 
Port Arthur. My Lords, knowing, as we 
did, that that step on the part of those 
three Powers would have considerable 
after-results, we came to the conclusion, 
nevertheless, first, that we were not 
justified in interfering, as regards a 
war in which we had taken no 
part, with the victorious power; and, 
secondly, we were of opinion, looking 
to the great change impending in the 
Far East, that there was nothing more 
important to this country than to estab- 
lish a friendly relation with the growing 
naval Power of Japan. A naval Power 
will always be of more consequence as 
a friend to this country in that quarter 
of the world than any other Power, and 
I believe that a more seriously mistaken 
policy could not have been committed 
than to have joined the other Powers 
in that action against Japan, thereby 
. alienating her from this country. My 
Lords, it has been asked by Mr. Cham- 
berlain: “What did we do? Why 
did we take no steps to come 
to a timely understanding with Russia?” 
How was it possible, diplomatically, in 
the circumstances in which we were 
placed?) The Treaty of Shimonoseki was 
not signed till nearly the middle of 
April, and the late Government, of which 
I was a member, was turned out of office 
in June. I think that anybody will see 
that between April and June it would 
have been absolutely impossible for us 
to establish a fresh understanding with 
Russia. Far be it from me to say that 
such an understanding would not 
be desirable; on the contrary, I think 
it would have been of great ad- 
vantage, but I do say that the 
reproach cast upon us by Mr. Chamber- 
lain is answered simply by this: that 
the position we were in, whatever we 
might have intended or thought, ren- 
dered our entering into such an under- 
standing absolutely impossible. I am 
not in the least disposed to indulge in 
any tu quoque—an argument of little 
force—but I cannot help remarking that 


The Earl of Kimberley. 
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if such an understanding were desirable 
and possible, Her Majesty’s present 
Government have had _ two-and-a-half 
years in which to discuss and consider it. 
So much for that matter. To return 
to the question of policy con- 
nected with Wei-hai-Wei, and the Far: 
East generally: I must again refer to 
Mr. Chamberlain’s speech, and I refer to 
it, not for the purpose of going into 
general questions of foreign policy, which, 
I think, would not be germane to this 
occasion, but because he bases the 
greater part of his rather remarkable 
utterance upon the position of affairs in 
China. Towards the close of his speech 
he laid it down very strongly that our 
position there is one which must neces- 
sarily place us in some difficulty on 
account of the change of situation, and 
the conclusion, apparently, at which he 
arrived was that such was the position 
and such was the pressure upon us that 
the time had arrived when we were to: 
make a vast change in our diplomatic 
attitude—a change which would affeot 
not only our attitude in China—for it 
could not be confined to China—but 
throughout the world, and that we 
were to abandon the principle upon 
which we have for many years acted with 
regard to our foreign affairs, of not en- 
gaging in what are commonly called 
entangling alliances with other Powers, 
but, on the contrary, that it was our 
duty to seek for alliances. Now by 
these alliances can only be meant 
alliances for mutual defence. No other 
alliances can possibly be pointed at. 
Now alliances for mutual defence, of 
course, imply taking a position of anta- 
gonism against somebody. An alliance- 
of that nature in the Far East must 
mean an alliance against Russia. I am 
by no means saying that we ought to. 
keep out of view the great and growing 
power of Russia, but when I am told that 
the moment has come that a warning 
requires to be given to the nation that 
the policy pursued for so many years is 
to be changed, and we are to seek for 
alliances, I ask myself whether this 
is the moment—whether the moment has 
arrived when so great a change, should 
be sought to be brought into effect ; 
and I ask myself this also—can it be 
(of course I am not in the secrets of 
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the Government) that Her Majesty’s 
Government have so far advanced in 
that direction that ere long we may hear 
of the conclusion of some great alliance 
with a powerful European nation? For 
although I value as much as any man a 
good understanding and close friendship 
with the United States, yet I cannot con- 
ceive of an alliance of that kind with the 
United States, because it is contrary to 
all policy which the United States has 
hitherto pursued. The alliance, therefore, 
must be sought elsewhere—it must be 
sought in Europe. Can it be that Her 
Majesty’s Government have advanced in 
that direction so far that the time has 
arrived when the announcement of a 
change of policy has to be made by a 
conspicuous Member of the Cabinet? T 
cannot conceive that such an announce- 
ment would otherwise be made. And for 
this reason, that, although it is, no 
doubt, extremely true that in these demo- 
cratic times you have to carry the 
country with you, yet, on the other 
hand, the country will expect that your 
foreign affairs shall be conducted in such 
a way as to be likely to be successful, 
and you will not gain pardon, if you 
are unsuccessful, merely by saying, “Oh, 
we thought it was necessary to tell you 
what we were thinking” Now, it appears 
to me that unless Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have given such indications to 
other Powers on this subject, and those 
indications have met with such a recep- 
tion that they are justified in bringing 
this before the country as a matter which 
it ought seriously to consider, because 
the time may not be far distant when an 
actual alliance may be concluded— 
unless they have done that no 
possible step could be taken more 
likely to prevent the conclusion of 
such an alliance than such statements 
as those of Mr. Chamberlain. It is 
from that point of view that I complain 
bitterly of such a speech having been 
made. My Lords, it is not, I imagine, 
possible for any man who has been con- 
nected in any way with the conduct of 
foreign affairs in this country to shut 
his eyes to the possible danger which 
may arise from our isolation, nor can 
one keep out of mind that it might be 
possible—I am not saying at this moment 
it is desirable—for the very safety of 


{17 May 1898} 





Wei-hai- Wet. 1514 


this country to enter into an alliance, if 
it can be found, for mutual defence 
with other Great Powers. But the crisis 
of affairs when that should be seriously 
attempted, in my opinion, has not 
arrived. Little, indeed, can I see the day 
when it will arrive. With reference to 
another part of Mr. Chamberlain’s speech 
—namely, an attack upen our commer- 
cial supremacy—I do not think there is 
the remotest chance of an alliance based 
upon commercial policy with any nation. 
What might happen is this—there may 
be cases where the interests of other 
nations coincide with ours; and if their 
interests and ours are the same in any 
great crisis, it may be necessary, if it be 
possible, for this nation to enter into 
such an alliance for mutual defence. I 
will not believe, until I hear it, that Her 
Majesty’s Government intend to enter 
into an alliance of mutual defence for 
the purpose of maintaining our position 
in China—knowing as I do that such a 
alliance could not be conducted on the 
principle of limited liability, but that 
mutual defence would mean mutual 
defence in every part of the world. 
Now, my Lords, I end by saying that I 
do not precisely see the great advantage 
that we have derived from Wei-hai-Wei. 
I am most desirous—and I believe the 
country is also—clearly to understand 
what is the basis of the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government in the Far East. 
We wish to know that the Government 
have some clear view as to the policy 
which is to be pursued by them, and 
unless there is something in it which is 
entirely contrary to the safety of the 
country, it will receive no obstruction 
from this side of the House. 


*Tue PRIME MINISTER (The Mar- 
quess of Sanispury): My Lords, the 
notice of the noble Earl was to ask what 
are the intentions of Her Majesty’s 
Government as to the occupation of 
Wei-hai-Wei. It was impossible for me 
to foresee in that notice an intention on 


the part of the noble Earl to enter upon 
a lengthened examination and refutation 
of Mr. Chamberlain’s speech at Birming- 
ham; and indeed I do not think he 
could have had that intention, for he put 
the notice down before the speech was 
delivered. 
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Toe Eart or KIMBERLEY: Quite 
true. 
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*Toe PRIME MINISTER: But I do not 
feel that I ought to enter upon such a 
discussion without the advantage of 
notice, and without the still greater ad- 
vantage of having in my hand the speech 
of my right honourable Friend. It is 
evident that the greater part of the argu- 
ment of the latter portion of the noble 
Earl’s speech turned upon the interpreta- 
tion to be placed upon various sentences 
uttered by Mr. Chamberlain at Birming- 
ham ; and I could not, without adequate 
opportunity of examining the accuracy 
of the noble Earl’s investigations, under- 
take to discuss such a matter with him. 
I will dwell upon one matter only which 
he referred to, and which has been 
alluded to by Mr. Chamberlain—namely, 
the effect on the present state of affairs 
of the policy pursued by the late Govern- 
ment at the close of the Japanese and 
Chinese War. I very much concur with 
the general principles which the noble 
Earl laid down—that is to say, it was 
not desirable that we should join in 
ousting the victor from the results of 
the victory he had won; and still more, 
that it was greatly contrary to our policy 
to do anything that would alienate the 
rising power of Japan, with whom we had 
so many grounds for sympathy and 
co-operation. I entirely concur in that 
view, and if I were to venture on a 
criticism of the policy of that time, it 
would be from a totally different aspect. 
I should have doubted the wisdom of this 
country standing by and seeing Russia 
and her allies driving Japan out of Leao- 
tong peninsula without taking some 
security that Russia was not doing that 
with a view to future operations. My 
impression is that that might have been 
a condition obtained at the time—that 
all parties who took a _ share in 
that arrangement should have bound 
themselves not to deprive China in the 
future of the territory which they were 
then preserving. That would have been 
a security which, I think, Japan would 
have joined with you in welcoming. That 
is the only point in the noble Earl’s 
criticism on Mr. Chamberlain’s speech 
which I will venture to examine, 
because it is obvious that it is easy to 
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draw the most general conclusions from 
isolated sentences taken away from their 
context; and that without a careful 
study of the matter that comes before 
and the matter that follows, it would be 
impossible to say whether such criticisms 
are just.))I prefer to confine my answer 
to the question of which the noble Earl 
gave notice, and to speak merely with 
respect to Wei-hai-Wei, which was the 
nominal text of his address. Now I 
think the noble Earl was somewhat 
hypercritical in his treatment of the 
metaphors which had been employed by 
myself and Mr. Chamberlain. If the 
noble Earl quoted us rightly—and I do 
not for a moment doubt it—it does 
appear that on one occasion I spoke of 
China in terms which might imply that 
she was upright, and that on another 
occasion Mr. Chamberlain spoke of China 
in terms which might imply that she 
was prostrate. No doubt those two 
metaphors are not on all fours with each 
other. But it does not follow that they 
cannot, both with perfect justice and 
truth, be applied to the same subject 
from different points of view. As far as 
it was a question of resisting the Powers 
at the moment, undoubtedly China was 
prostrate ; she had no power at her com- 
mand to range against the forces which 
Russia could have brought to bear 
against her. But, if you take a wider 
view, and look into the future and ask 
what are the powers of which for future 
contingencies and difficulties China might 
dispose, I think you will conclude that, 
on a wide view of that kind, you never 
could pronounce that 400,000,000 of men 
who, whatever else they are, are the 
bravest of the brave—for they fear death 
less than any race of men we know of— 
could ever be absolutely prostrate. I do 
not in the least believe in the prostra- 
tion of China in that wider sense. She 
has got a Government, of whose merits 
perhaps we will not speak in very 
enthusiastic terms; but still, it is a 
Government which enables an enormous 
commerce to be carried on. She raises 
a large revenue, and she has traditions 
of many centuries in the possession cf 
an empire of unequalled compactness and 
magnitude. And she has this enormous 


population, who are united at all events 
by this one sentiment—that the thing 
which they hate most of all is the 
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domination of the foreigner. What she 
wants is someone to lead her. Who shall 
say that these men will not appear, or 
that China is for ever prostrate, because 
she cannot give effect to the enormous 
material and physical forces she 
possesses? (I should say that what China 
wants is courage, and one of the defences 
of the occupation of Wei-hai-Wei is that 
it had a tendency to strengthen China 
against despair, and to give her courage, 
if the occasion should arise, to stand up 
against her enemies. The danger of 
allowing the occupation of Port Arthur 
to take place without any corresponding 
movement on our own side was that 
China, or, at all events, large classes of 
Chinamen, would give themselves up to 
despair, and believe that the domination 
of one foreign Power was a destiny from 
which it was impossible for them to 
escape. It was our business to tell them 
that, as far as we were able to prevent it, 
that destiny would not overtake them. 


Occupation of 


I do not know that we could have 
done anything more effective for 
restoring their courage, and I am 
quite sure that there was no more 


effective method of driving them to 
despair than, without some correspond- 
ing action on our side, allowing the mili- 
tary occupation of Port Arthur by the 
Power which already stands over such 
an enormous portion of their frontier, 
and threatens them with such a 
large preponderance of military force. 
My Lords, I tnink the mistake of 
the noble Earl’s estimate of the policy 
in the East is that it has been somewhat 
too material. He has asked whether, on 
strategic grounds, Wei-hai-Wei would be 
of such enormous value. I do not care 
to answer him on that point, not because 
I doubt it myself, but because it implies 
for its treatment knowledge of experts 
which I do not possess. But what is 
really of importance is the effect which 
our policy should have upon the opinion 
of the East; and remember that in 
alluding to “the opinion of the East” I 
do not merely speak of the opinion of 
those 400,000,000 of Chinamen, all- 
important as they may be. But I recog- 
nise the fact that there are other ancient 
monarchies in the neighbourhood of 
China which appear now to be on an 
upward and progressive course, and 
whose policy and power will weigh 
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heavily in determining the destinies of 
the future. It was most important 
that, not only in Chinese opinion but 
in Corean and Japanese opinion also, 
we should not be thought to have been 
throwing up the game in the neighbour- 
hood of those territories which lie near 
Port Arthur. Therefore, as an agent 
operating on the opinions of large masses 
of men, I think the occupation of Wei- 
hai-Wei was a wise occupation. The noble 


Earl, I thought, rather intimated or (+ 


hinted that we had done it lightly, and .,<f' 


merely to satisfy a passing political 
necessity. 
I cannot understand on what it is based. 
Our position was simply this: we did not 
wish to see commenced in any degree the 
dismemberment of China. We did not 
wish to encourage it; and, above all, we 
did not desire to be thought by the 
Chinese and by the other nations to 
which I have referred to be ourselves 
on the look-out for territorial seizures, 
and to be willing to take part in the 
division of spoils which other nations 
might be looking to. Our object was 
not only to discourage the dismember- 
ment of China, but to repudiate and 
throw off from ourselves the imputation 
and opprobrium that we were the persons 
who began it. For that reason we could 
say nothing about occupying any of the 
northern ports so long as no other nation 
was known to intend doing so. The noble 
Earl told us it was quite certain that 
Russia would seize a military port. I 


do not know where he got the informa-. \")“ 


tion. I doubt very much whether, at all 
events an early and immediate 
measure, the occupation of Port Arthur 


as 


was resolved upon very long in the coun- 7" f 
cils of Russia. But be that as it may, \, 
with our object of convincing nations in ~ 


the East that we were not bent on terri- 
torial aggrandisement, it was necessary 
not only that we should believe 
that Russia was going to take Port 
Arthur, but that we should have prac- 
tical, clear, and manifest evidence of her 
action and her design to justify us in 
taking a similar measure ; and therefore 
it was that we said nothing about Wei- 
hai-Wei until we felt certain that Port 
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I entirely repudiate thatidea. )“~ 
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Arthur was about to be occupied, AWhat > 


we are to do with Wei-hai-Wei is the next 
question which the noble Earl addressed 
to me. Well, I must remind the noble 
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Earl that Wei-hai-Wei is at present in 
the occupation of Japan, and that we 
clearly can do nothing with Wei-hai-Wei 
until Japan has surrendered it into our 
hands. What is more, though we can 
very easily lay down general principles 
as to our conduct in this respect, any- 
thing like an answer in the nature of 
detail to that question is impossible 
until detailed information is obtained. 
That it will be our duty to garrison and 
protect it, so far as garrison and pro- 
tection are necessary, is a truism to 
assert. That it is our object to improve 
the harbour and make it better for the 
purposes it will have to fulfil is, of 
course, another truism. But until we 
have minute information—such informa- 
tion as I imagine is yet possessed by no 
nation—we cannot tell how far operations 
for ita improvement can be carried on 
with a certainty of sufficient success to 
justify the expense which would be in- 


{curred upon them. There are at present 


\officers both of the Army and Navy on 
\their way to Wei-hai-Wei. We are look- 
ling to them for reports, which I have 
no doubt will be both detailed and very 
valuable. We shall then be able to form, 
not only in general but in minute par- 
ticulars, an idea of the precise extent to 
which expenditure will have to be in- 
curred, and the precise manner in which 
that expenditure will be applied. I do 
not know, however, that, even when we 
have that information, I could promise to 
communicate it to the noble Earl across 
this Table. No doubt, on the other hand, 
if he has sufficient curiosity to ask me 
for it privately, I shall be willing to 
communicate it to him. But it is quite 
evident that, until we receive those re- 
ports, it is impossible for us to give any 
forecast of the precise nature of the 
measures we shall take for the defence 
and improvement of Wei-hai-Wei. There 
was, as the noble Earl is aware, a survey 
taken some time ago by the Admiralty, 
and from it we can clearly see that, even 
at present, it is a very valuable station 
in which a very considerable squadron 
can be harboured with safety; and I 
think we can also see that no very con- 
The Prime Minister. 
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siderabie expenditure will make it still 
more valuable than it is. And though 
it is perfectly true that we took a lease 
of Wei-hai-Wei in the first instance 9s 
a political measure in order to balance 
and compensate that which had been 
done by another Power, the noble Earl 
must not suppose that in our minds that 
is the only advantage which attaches to it. 
The advantage of Wei-hai-Wei is that 
it is a naval station and base in the 
midst of a region which is rapidly be- 
coming of importance, and where com- 
mercial operations, growing larger and 
larger year by year, are likely to take 
place. Since Hong-kong was acquired, 
Japan has, so to speak, come into exis- 
tence, and with this great project of 
carrying a railway across Siberia—whic 
I lament has been diverted apparently 
to the service of military designs, but 
which, so far as it is only a commercial 
project, I hail as a great step in the in-~ 
dustrial progress of the world—it is 
quite clear that the northern province 
of China and the Chinese Sea are likely 
to be very much more important in the 
future that they have been in the past, 
and will not be served sufficiently by a 
station so distant as Hong-kong, which 
was adequate for our purposes so long 
as the centre of our interests was in 


Canton or even in Shanghai. It was 


necessary that we should have a coaling 
station and a naval station in those 


regions, and Wei-hai-Wei will answer that 
purpose; and I have no doubt that in 
commercial advantages it will amply 
secure us, and will more than compen- 
sate us for any expenditure which may 
be incurred upon it. My Lords, I am 
sorry that I am unable to give the noble 
Earl in this matter more exact informa- 
tion; but I think that any impartial 
person will see that it follows from the 
necessities of the case that until we have 
had an opportunity for accurate survey 
neither the question of expense nor the 
question of improvements can be settied. 
As for our g 
changed, and I imagine we shall not 
change. We wish to see the Chinese 
Empire maintained. We do. not believe 
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in a European nation at that great dis- 
tance, undertaking the government of 
these 400,000,000 of men. We ke- 
lieve that the only hope of the well- 
being of the population and for the 
growth of industry and commerce must 
be a reform in the government of the 
Chinese people themselves; and that in 
the prosecution of this reform they must 
be protected, so far as we can protect 
them, from any external interference 
with their destiny. 
possible, that the interference of foreign 
nations shall be limited to that en 
couragement of domestic improvement 
which foreign nations have such enor- 
mous powers of giving. We earnestly 
trust that they will agree sufficiently 
not to hinder each other in carrying 
that good work forward—that they will 
not destroy the hopes of raising up a 
splendid industrial and commercial struc- 
ture by quarrels over territories which 
can only end in the destruction of com- 
merce and industries together; and to 
that end we shall cultivate to the 
utmost of our abilities the friendship of 
all Powers with whom we may come 
into contact. That end is the policy 
which Her Majesty’s Government will 
pursue. 


NAVAL RESERVE. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 
to ask your Lordships’ permission to 
the adjournment until Friday of the 
following Motion which stands on the 
Paper in my name for this evening :— 


“To move to resolve that in view of the 
serious need that exists of insuring in time of 
war an adequate reserve for our Navy, and also 
a constant supply of food to this country, it 
is the duty of Her Majesty’s Government to 
take such measures as may be deemed advis- 
able (1) to encourage and assist the British 
shipowers in their competition with foreign 
vessels, to man their vessels exclusively with 
British subjects ; (2) to ensure that men ship- 
ping as seamen shall be bond fide of the class 
that their certificates and discharges would 
show them to be; and (3) to amend the law 
relating to such certificates and discharges.” 


Adjournment agreed to. 


House adjourned at 5.30, 
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BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
[H.L.] 


\ Ordered, That the Bill be read @& 
second time. L 


4 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


2 MILFORD DOCKS BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


POWELL DUFFRYN STEAM COAL 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a: 
second time. 


GLOUCESTER GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT NORTHERN™ 
RAILWAYS JOINT COMMITTEE 
BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


GREAT ORME TRAMWAY AND TRAM- 
ROAD BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
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1523 Private Bill 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Queen’s Consent signified. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. [(H.L.] 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


HOLMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


MUMBLES RAILWAY AND PIER BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND 
EPPING FOREST RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 

Order [15th February], that the Bill be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills read, and discharged ; Bill 
withdrawn.—_( Dr. Farquharson.) 


WINDSOR DOCK, CARDIFF, BILL. 

Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken on the Barry Docks and Railways 
Bill, 1883 and 1884, be referred to the 
‘Committee on the Windsor Dock, Cardiff, 
Bill—( Mr. James Stuart.) 


HASLEMERE DISTRICT WATER AND 
GAS BILL. 
Reported [Preamble not proved]; 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


CORPORA- 


FOREIGN BONDHOLDERS’ 
TION BILL. 

Reported; Report to lie upon the 
‘Table. 





{ COMMONS} 





Business. 


SOUTHAMPTON GAS BILL. 


Reported ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 
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WEY VALLEY WATER BILL. 


Reported ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee— 


1. “That, in the case of the West 
Ham Corporation Bill, Petition for 
additional Provision, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with:—That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their 
additional Provision if the Committee on 


the Bill think fit.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Drogheda 
Gas Bill, Petition for additional Pro- 
vision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with:—That the parties be 
parties be permitted to introduce their 
Provision if the Committee on the Bill 
think fit.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Norwich 
Electric Tramways Bill, Petition for 
additional Provision, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with:—That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their 
additional Provision if the Committee on 
the Bill think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Amendments to— 


Edinburgh Merchant Company Bill 
[H.L.], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act to authorise the Great North of 
Scotland Railway Company to widen, 
alter, and improve parts of their railway ; 
to buy additional land; and for other 
p es.” [Great North of Scotland 
Railway Bill [H.L.] 
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Also a Bill intituled. “An Act to con- 
fer powers upon the Midland Railway 
Company for the construction of rail- 
ways from Royston to Bradford, in the 
West Riding of the County of York ; and 
for other purposes.” [Midland Railway 
(West Riding Lines) Bill.] [H.L.] 


And also a Bill intituled “An Act 
to confer further powers upon the London 
and South Western Railway Company ; 
to authorise them to execute further 
works and acquire additional lands; and 
to confer upon the Company and the 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail- 
way Company further powers for the 
purchase of lands; and for other pur- 
poses.” [London and South Western 
Railway Bill.] [H.L.] 


GREAT NORTH OF SCOTLAND 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (WEST RIDING 
LINES) BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
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Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Holborn and St. Giles.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 217.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISION AL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Bolton (Extension), Kingswin- 
ford, Penarth, Prescot (Extension), and 
Shrewsbury.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 218.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
“To confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to Belfast.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. At- 
torney General for Ireland and Mr. 
Hanbury. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 219.] 


PETITIONS. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 
For weekly payment: From Shaftes- 
bury ; to lie upon the Table. 
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DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Against: From Ickham; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Bir- 
mingham, Glasgow (2), Bo'ness, Hyde, 
Bridge of Allan, and Norwood; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 
Against : From Edinburgh ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour: From Dunoon, Edinburgh 
(3), Glasgow, Leith (2), Paisley (2), Glen- 
albyn, Ardrishaig, Kilmarnock, Seafield 
Hall, Beith, Newmilns, Pierowall, East 
Kilbride, Auchinheath, Anderston, Gala- 
shiels, Harthill, Kirk of Shotts, and Air- 
driehill ; to lie upon the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


In favour: From Edinburgh; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


In favour: From Walton, Liverpool, 
Wavertree, and Bedford ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Argyllshire; to lie 
upon the Table. 






PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 


BILL. 
In favour: From Walsall, Exeter, 
Worthing, Shrewsbury, Bournemouth, 


Hanley, and Huddersfield; to lie upon 
the Table. 





{COMMONS} 


Reports, Ete. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Cork; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Preston and Leith ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Against : From Colnbrook ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Darwen, Weardale, 
Corbridge, Wolverhampton, Lancaster, 
Winchester, Hawes, St. Leonards, Don- 
caster, Bedford, Northumberland, Bell- 
field, Leicester, Bolton, Uffvulme, Eardis- 
ley, Oswestry, Stockport, Kirklington, 
Farnley, Leeds, King’s Langley, Hamp- 
stead, Potter’s Bar, New Bridge R. S. O., 
Sancreed, St. Ives, Lelant, and Marazion ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION (METROPOLIS) BILL. 


In favour, from Kensington; to lie 
upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW. 
Copy presented of Abstract of Accounts 
of the University of Glasgow for the year 
ending 30th September, 1897 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 205.] 





ARMY 


(MILITIA). 

Copy presented of Further Regulations 
relating to the Militia (Regulations for 
the Militia, 1898) [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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TREATY SERIES (No. 7, 1898). 


Copy presented of Agreement between 
the United Kingdom and France respect- 
ing the Express Delivery of Parcels. 
Signed at Paris, 13th April, 1898 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


FLEETS (GREAT BRITAIN AND 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 

Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd March ; Sir Charles Dilke] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 206.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL 
(LICENCE DUTIES AND LOCAL 
GRANTS). 

Return ordered, “showing, for each of 
the ten years ended the 3lst day of 
March, 1898: (1) The amounts received 
by the Exchequer on account of the 
Licence Duties proposed to be transferred 
to County Councils under Clause 42 of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Bill; 
(2) The amounts of the Grants hereto- 
fore made out of the Exchequer in aid of 
the Rates in Ireland proposed to be dis- 
continued under Clause 42 of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Bill; and (3) The 
amounts received on account of the 
Licence Duties transferred to County 
Councils in England and Wales under 
Section 20 of the Local Government Act, 

1888.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
[REMUNERATION]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of remuneration to 
any Commissioner of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland, who may be 
appointed under any Act of the present 
Session for amending the Law relating 
to Local Government in Ireland (Queen’s 
Recommendation signified), To-morrow. 
—(Lord Arthur Hiil.) 


PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE. 

Return ordered, “of Net Public Income 
and Net Public‘ Expenditure under 
certain specified heads, as represented by 
Receipts into and Issues out of the 
Exchequer from 1869-70 to 1897-8, inclu- 
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sive (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 263 of Session 1897).”—( Str 
Henry Fowler.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure: Mr. 
Lees Knowles; and had appointed in 
substitution: Mr. Ascroft. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the 
Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the 
following Fifteen Members, in respect of 
the Vaccination Bill:—Mr. Attorney 
General, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir Charles 
Cameron, Mr. Channing, Mr. Chaplin, Sir 
Charles Dalrymple, Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Hazell, Colonel Long, Mr. T. P. 
O’Connor, Sir William Priestley, General 
Russell, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Steadman, 
and Mr. J. W. Wilson. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICE (CANDIDATES). 

Return ordered, “of the total number 
of candidates who attended the Civil 
Service Examinations for the year end- 
ing the 3lst day of December, 1896, also 
the total number who were successful in 
the examinations, showing separately the 
number born in England or Wales, in 
Scotland, in Ireland, and elsewhere.”— 
(Mr. Provand.) 


QUESTIONS. 


TELEGRAPHIC CHARGE ANOMALIES. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that, in counting words 
in telegrams, “West Derby” is charged 
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as one word, but that an equally impor- 
tant place, “ West Kensington” is charged 
as two words; whether he is aware that 
by Post Office special order, No. 63 
740-94, “corn exchange” and “stock 
exchange” when written as compound 
words count as one word each, but “coal 
exchange” and “wool exchange” count 
as two words each, however written; and 
whether he will abolish these distinc- 
tions ! 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To Tus 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston): It is only by inadvertence 
that West Derby thas been allowed to 
pass as one word, the name having been 
reported as that of a separate village. 
The privilege having, however, been 
given for some time, the Postmaster 
General does not propose to withdraw 
it. West Kensington being part of a 
town is, under the general rule, properly 
charged as two words. The answer to 
the second paragraph of the honourable 
Member’s Question is in the affirmative. 
Both corn exchange and stock exchange 
are shown as compound words in the 
dictionary, and appear, therefore, to be 
recognised as compound words, although 
the honourable Member has not treated 
them so in his Question. Coal exchange 
and wool exchange are not to be found 
in any dictionary as compound words, 
and they appear to be usually written as 
two words, as in the honourable Mem- 
ber’s Question. Whenever the usage of 
the English language sanctions their 
being treated as compound words the 
Postmaster General will give instructions 
for them to be charged for as such in 
telegrams. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): Did the right honourable 
Gentleman say West Derby was a 
village? 


Mr. HANBURY: No; I said it had 
been inadvertently reported as a separate 
village. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I do not 
want to ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man a conundrum, but will he say why 
Chester-le-Street is charged as one word 
and Chester Street as two? 


Mr. HANBURY: One is the name of 
a separate place and the other is only 
part of a town. 


Mr. Henniker Heaton. 


{COMMONS} 
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ACCESS TO THE HOUSES OF 
PARLIAMENT. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he will either directly or in con- 
ference with the London County Council 
and the Westminster Vestry take steps to 
secure greatly improved access to the 
Houses of Parliament from the Grosve- 
nor Road by extending the Victoria 
Tower Gardens to Lambeth Bridge and 


widening Abingdon and Millbank 
Streets? 
Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER of 


WORKS (Mr. A. Axers-Dovcias, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): In reply to the honour- 
able Gentleman, I have to say that while 
the Government would look with favour 
on any scheme for the improved access 
to the Houses of Parliament from the 
south, they are unable to admit a 
liability, such as is suggested in the 


Question, where the improvement appears: 


to them to be one chiefly of a metro- 
politan character. 


MAJOR-GENERAL CHICHESTER. 

Mr. BEACH (Hants, Andover): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether steps will be taken to 
remedy the serious losses sustained by 
Major-General R. B. Chichester from 
having been compulsorily retired after 
upwards of 40 years’ full pay service 
under the age clause of the Warrant of 
18811 


Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Joun Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The case of Major- 
General R. B. Chichester has been fully 
and repeatedly considered, and it is held 
that he has been fully compensated for 
any loss he incurred by reason of com- 
pulsory retirement. 


Mr. BEACH: I beg to give notice that 
I shall call attention to this matter on 
the Estimates, 


EGYPTIAN INDEBTEDNESS TO THE 
BRITISH EXCHEQUER. 
Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer what was the amount 
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owing on the 3lst March, 1898, by the 
Egyptian Treasury to the British 
Exchequer; whether interest is being 
charged on the indebtedness, and, if so, 
at what rate; whether any arrangement 
has been made for the repayment of the 
sum advanced, and, if so, at what date ; 
and whether advances have been made 
since the 3lst March, or are contem- 
plated, and, if so, of what amount or 
amounts } 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bris- 
tol, W.): £798,802 was advanced, and 
was owing on the 3lst March. The 
Egyptian Government agreed to pay 23 
per cent. interest, but none has yet been 
paid. No date was fixed for the repay- 
ment of the sum advanced ; it was under- 
stood that that depended on the con- 
dition of the finances of Egypt. Nothing 
has been advanced since the 31st March. 
As to the future, I have already stated 
that I expect to have to make a proposal 
to the House on the subject. 


Mr. J. E. ELLIS: Can the right 
honourable Gentleman say about when 
the proposal will be made? 


THe CHANCELLOR or true EX- 
CHEQUER: It will not be before 
Whitsuntide, Sir. 


WORKSHOP CLUBS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES. 

Sm CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): I beg to ask the Secretary ot 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
numerous protests from Foresters, Free 
Gardeners, Hearts of Oak, Rechabites, 
and other friendly societies in Barrow-in- 
Furness, and elsewhere throughout the 
country, against employers of labour 
compelling workmen, as a condition of 
employment, to join a shop club and 
cease their membership of any friendly 
society to which they may belong; and 
what steps Her Majesty’s Government 
intend to take in this matter? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Riper, Lancashire, Blackpool): I have 
already answered several Questions on 
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this subject. Numerous resolutions, all 
in identical terms, have reached me to 
the effect mentioned in the Question; 
but I have no power to interfere. If the 
action of employers is as stated, some 
hardship will doubtless be caused in 
individual cases; but the matter can 
only be dealt with by legislation, which, 
even if desirable, would be full of diffi- 
culty, and under these circumstances I 
must say I am not prepared to make 
any promise on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. 


Sm C. CAYZER: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman give instructions 
to the inspectors of factories to report to 
him, all cases in which this condition is 
enforced, in order that there may be a 
thorough investigation. It greatly con- 
cerns the existence and progress of 
friendly societies. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: I do not 
think that this is a matter on which I can 
properly consult the inspectors, but 1 
quite agree that it is desirable to obtain 
reliable information on the subject, and 
I will endeavour to get it. 


AFFAIRS IN CRETE. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the British Commandant 
at Candia has allowed the Turkish 
regular troops to advance and occupy 
positions hitherto outside the cordon, 
including the height of Juktuki, which 
directly dominates the village of Kuri 
Kasteli; whether the Bashi-Bazouks are 
allowed to pass freely through the 
Turkish lines ; whether recently they cut 
down the olives belonging to a Christian 
village near the British post at Anopolis ; 
whether the servant of an English 
traveller was recently seized by the 
Turks in Candia, and thrown into a 
loathsome dungeon ; and whether Colonel 
Chermside, on being appealed to, refused 
to interfere, saying that he was there to 
co-operate with the Turks? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE gor 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : My right honourable Friend has 
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requested me to answer these Questions 
in his absence. The honourable Member 
does not give the source of his informa- 
tion. 

Mr. DILLON: The source of my infor- 
mation is a telegram which appeared in 
the Manchester Guardian the day before 
yesterday, which I know to be from a 
thoroughly reliable source. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: Whatever the source the allega- 
tions contained in that telegram have 
not yet been brought to the notice of 
Her Majesty’s Government. An arrange- 
ment has recently been made, with the 
consent of both parties, for the extension 
ef the cordon outside Candia, and for 
the occupation of the salient points by 
British troops in advance of the Turkish 
regulars, the native irregulars or Bashi- 
Bazouks, as they are called, being with- 
drawn to Candia. Colonel Chermside 
has, however, informed the Christians 
that if this experiment does not succeed 
he will revert to the former system. 


Mr. DILLON: The noble Lord has 
answered hardly a single word of the 
Question. I asked whether the Bashi- 
Bazouks were allowed to pass freely 
through the Turkish lines ; whether they 
had cut down the olives of a Christian 
village ; whether the servant of an Eng- 
lish traveller had been thrown into a 
loathsome dungeon ; and whether Colonel 
Chermside refused to interfere, “as he 
was there to co-operate with the Turks.” 
I will give the name of the English 
traveller referred to, who is a very dis- 
tinguished one, privately to the noble 
Lord. 

Tug SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I stated at the commencement 
of my answer that the allegations con- 
tained in the Question of the honourable 
Member has not yet been brought to 
the notice of Her Majesty’s Government, 
and that, therefore, I could not answer 
it; but, of course, if the honourable 
Member has information which he thinks 
is authentic, and upon which he relies, 
and will give it to me, I will communicate 
with the proper authorities. 


Mr. DILLON: I will give the name of 
the traveller privately to the noble Lord, 
and repeat my Question on Monday. 


Secretary of State for India. 


{ COMMONS } 
Mr. T. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
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field): Will the noble Lord inquire 
whether these statements are correct or 
not? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: Of course, if any information is 
brought to the notice of any public 
Department it is the duty of the head of 
that Department to make inquiry. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is not the 
action in regard to the extension of the 
cordon directly in the teeth of the agree- 
ment? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. The noble Lord has said that 
he has no information in his possession. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
May I ask whether, as a matter of fact, 
Colonel Chermside is there to co-operate 
with the Turks? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered by the noble Lord. 


CAHIRCIVEEN FEVER HOSPITAL. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a resolution 
signed by the 12 priests of the deanery 
of Cahirciveen, county Kerry, in which it 
is asserted that on the 9th May there 
were seven fever patients in the Cahir- 
civeen Union Hospital from Portmagee 
parish ; and whether he would submit to 
the investigation of a small independent 
committee the specific issue raised as tc 
the actual number of fever patients in 
the Cahirciveen Fever Hospital from 
Portmagee parish on 9th May, with a 
view to determine the general accuracy 
oi the information supplied to him by 
his officials on the subject of the present 
exceptional distress along the west coast 
of Ireland? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, Cen- 
tral): The Resolution as published is in 
the following terms— 


“When Mr. Balfour asserts that on the 9th 
May there were only two fever patients from 
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Portmagee in the Cahirciveen Fever Hospital, 
we beg to assure him that there were seven 
such patients from Portmagee parish in the 
Fever Hospital at that date.” 


It is not the fact that I made the asser- 
tion attributed to me in this Resolution. 
What I said on the 9th instant was that 
the inspector had reported on the 28th 
April that only two fever cases from 
Portmagee were in hospital. I am 
inquiring whether the number of cases 
had increased to seven on the 9th 
instant, and whence they came, and see 
no reason to delegate inquiry into this 
very simple question of fact to a small 
independent committee, as suggested by 
the honourable Member. 


Indian Currency 


MEAT SUPPLIES TO BRITISH TROOPS. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he is aware that the firm which 
has obtained the contract for the supply 
of meat to the troops in Great Britain, 
except those stationed at Aldershot, is 
connected with the firm of the same 
name carrying on extensive operations 
in America; whether he can state what 
saving will be effected by giving the con- 
tract to the importers of foreign meat ; 
and whether he has made inquiries if the 
troops would prefer native or foreign 
meat? 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powsgin 
Witurams, Birmingham, 8.): I am not 
aware of the fact to which the honour- 
able Member refers; but it is obvious 
that anyone undertaking to supply 
frozen or refrigerated meat must be in 
direct or indirect connection with persons 
in the Colonies or elsewhere pro- 
ducing these commodities. The tenders 
of the firm referred to have been 
accepted only to a limited extent in five 
districts, and the saving effected as com- 
pared with the prices at which other 
firms tendered. is considerable. No com- 
plaints as to the quality of the food 
supplied have reached me. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Isle of Thanet): Has the honourable 


Member made any efforts to see whether 
this meat can be produced in the Colonies? 
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Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: In all 
probability a great proportion of this 
meat is produced in the Colonies. 


Committee. 


Mr. FIELD: Have any inquiries been 
made of the troops as to whether they 
were satisfied with and prefer this 
foreign meat? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: As I 
understand it, the troops are contented 
if the meat is good and they get enough 
of it. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): May 
I ask whether meat contracts contain any 
provisions as to penalties for breach of 
conditions ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order! That does 
not arise out of the Question, and notice 
should be given of it. 


PROTECTION OF BRITISH SUBJECTS IN 
THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liverpool, 
Exchange): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he can state what measures have been 
taken by Her Majesty’s Government for 
the protection of British life and pro- 
perty in the Philippine Islands, and 
especially at Iloilo, where, according to 
the latest advices, apprehensions were 
entertained by those concerned in the 
British mercantile establishments located 
there, owing to the progress of the insur- 
rection, and the absence of any force for 
the defence of that place? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (for Mr. Curzon): Her Majesty’s 
ship Zmmortalité is already at the 
Philippine Islands, and, in consequence 
of representations made to me by several 
honourable Members on behalf of the 
mercantile community with regard to the 
possibility of danger at Iloilo, instruc- 
tions were sent on Saturday to send 
H.M.S. Pique from Hong-kong to that 
place. 


INDIAN CURRENCY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the terms of reference to the 
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Indian Currency Committee, authorising 
them to submit any modifications of the 
proposals of the Indian Government, or 
any suggestions of their own, for the 
establishment of a satisfactory system of 
currency in India, leave the Committee a 
free hand to deal with the question of 
the results that have followed the closing 
of the Mints, and to recommend, if they 
think fit, the re-opening of the Mints for 
the coinage of rupees; and, if not, what 
are the limitations imposed by the terms 
of reference on the scope of the Com- 
mittee’s inquiry? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I am glad of this opportunity 
of removing any possible doubts as to the 
object with which I appointed this Com- 
mittee. The Currency Committee is a 
body of practical men assembled for a 
practical purpose, and they are 
empowered to inquire into any matter 
which they may think relevant to the 
subject which has been referred to them. 
If, therefore, they consider an inquiry 
into the policy of closing the Indian 
Mints to be relevant to that subject, and 
if, having regard to the circumstances of 
the time and the practical possibilities of 
the case, they desire to make such 
inquiry and report upon its results, there 
is nothing in the terms of reference to 
prevent them from doing so. 


INDIAN SALT TAX. 


Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for India if any fresh 
arrangements have been made for the 
supply of salt to the tribes on the North- 
west Frontier, the excessive dearness of 
the Kohat salt, which they cannot do 
without, having been alleged by the 
Afridis as‘ one of the chief grievances 
which led them to take up arms against 
the British Government ? 


Mr. H. LEWIS: Before the noble Lord 
replies may I ask whether the duty on 
Kohat salt up to 1883 was not 4 annas; 
whether it was not then raised to 8 
annas, and again raised in 1896 to 2 
rupees, or 32 times the natural price of 
salt? Do the Government contemplate 
a reduction of the duty? 


Mr. Maclean. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: As to the supplementary Ques- 
tion of the honourable Member for the 
Flint Boroughs, there is no deubt that in 
the last 15 years there has been a great 
increase in the duty on Kohat salt to 
bring it up to the level of the duty on 
internal salt, but I cannot say offhand 
what the increase has been. As regards 
the Question on the Paper, I have to say 
that so far as I know at present no fresh 
arrangements have yet been made re- 
specting the duty on Kohat salt ; but, as I 
stated in answer to a question on the 11th 
February, the subject is engaging the 
attention of the Indian Government, and 
I expect to receive a further report on 
the matter when the trade has been for 
some time resumed. 


DISTURBANCES AT BALLINAHINCH. 


Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the report in the Bel- 
fast Irish News of the disorderiv pro- 
ceedings in Ballinahinch, county Down, 
on the day and night of the 12th instant ; 
whether he can state how many houses 
were attacked, and how many windows 
were broken by the stones thrown on the 
occasion; is he aware that among the 
houses so assailed was the residence of 
one of the most popular magistrates of 
the county; whether he can state under 
what circumstances and by what parties 
the attacks were made; if he will make 
inquiry to ascertain the full particulars 
of the damage done; and whether he can 
give the number of arrests made from the 
disorderly crowd? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has been directed to the disturb- 
ances at Ballinahinch on the 12th inst. 
It appears that a large mob, accompanied 
by some bands, assembled to meet two 
men of the Orange party, who had been 
convicted, at petty sessions on the 20th 
April, of drunkenness and disorderly con- 
duct, and sentenced to a month’s impri- 
sonment. These two men, on arrival at 
Ballinahinch at 9 o’clock on the night of 
the 12th inst., were carried round the 
town by the mob, who threw stones at 
the houses of nine residents, all of whom, 
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with one exception, were Roman Catho- 
lics. Windows were smashed in each of 
these houses, but I cannot say, without 
further inquiry, which is now being made, 
how many windows in all were broken, or 
what is the estimated value of the 
damage done. I am informed, however, 
that in the case of Mr. Murray, a Roman 
Catholic justice of the peace, whose pro- 
perty seems to have suffered most at the 
hands of the mob, a claim for compensa- 
tion amounting to £55 will be lodged. 
One arrest was made by the police on the 
occasion, and several of the mob have 
been identified as having taken part in 
the riot. Proceedings will be taken 
against these persons at petty sessions 
to-morrow, and the Crown solicitor has 
been instructed to conduct the prosecu- 
tion. 


Mr. DILLON: I should like to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman whether he 
can explain to the House why such pro- 
ceedings are allowed to go on at Ballina- 
hinch, when peaceable meetings in county 
Mayo are dispersed by baton charges? 


[No Reply.] 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): Can 
the right honourable Gentleman say if it 
is the fact that Mr. Campbell, a newly- 
appointed magistrate, was present with 
the rioters? If so, will he be required to 
explain his conduct? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
information to that effect. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman inquire? 


[No Reply.] 


CHARGE AGAINST DRUM (MONAGHAN) 
CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. at what time 
and in what place the inquiry was held 
into the charge made by a man named 
Hugh M‘Cabe against the constabulary 
of Drum, county Monaghan; how many 
witnesses were examined, and was the 
inquiry conducted on oath; and what 
was the name of the officer who presided 
at the inquiry? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The charge 
referred to was made to the Inspector 
General in March, and was at once 
inquired into. No investigation on oath 
was made, or called for, inasmuch as the 
personal inquiries, conducted by the Dis- 
trict Inspector, clearly showed that the 
charge was preferred in a spirit of vin- 
dictiveness, and was without foundation. 


Savings Bank Account. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK 
ACCOUNT. 

Mr. WINGFIELD-DIGBY (Dorset, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer what is the loss to the country 
on capital account through the recent 
depreciation of the Consols held on the 
Post Office Savings Bank Account ; what 
has been the annual loss to the country 
during the last three years, as repre- 
sented by the differenec of the income 
received from the investments in Con- 
sols on this account and the 24 per cent. 
paid to depositors ; and will he, in crder 
to mitigate this loss to the nation at 
large and to equalise the benefit thus 
conferred on one section of the com- 
munity, consider the desirability of 
advancing a portion of these funds to 
corporations, county councils, urban dis- 
trict councils, and landowners, by way 
of mortgage on the rates and land, on 
terminable annuities at 24 per cent., 
plus an additional half per cent. to cover 
the sinking fund? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER: The last definite figures in 
my possession show that on 3lst Decem- 
ber, 1896, the capital account of the 
Post Office Savings Bank showed a gur- 
plus of £11,900,000. I do not think 
there has been any recent depreciation 
which would reduce this. The annual 
loss to the country in respect of Post 
Office Savings Banks income account is 
represented by the amounts which Par- 
liament has beer asked to vote. There 
was so voted in 1896 and 1897, £15,493, 
but in 1895 there was a surplus of 
£16,983 ; so that the three years show 
a net surplus of £1,490. Under the 
Act of last year advances are being freely 
made to local authorities on very reason- 
able terms, through the Local Loans 
Fund; and any fresh capital of that 
Fund required to be raised is being bor- 
rowed from the Savings Banks Fund. 
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VACCINATION ACTS. 
Mr. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board, as a large 
number of boards of guardians have been 
elected on their pledge not to put the 
compulsory clauses of the Act into opera- 
tin, will he extend the time before the 
new Act comes into force to at least three 
years, so that there may be an oppor- 
tunity for electing boards of guardians 
who will undertake the duties imposed 
upon them by this Act and the regula- 
tions which have been indicated as to 
come into force at the same time? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
umn, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : The 
honourable Member has not specified in 
his Question what Act he refers to, but 
I presume he means the Vaccination 


Act. 


Mr. BRIGG: Yes. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I can only say 
that the suggestion of the honourable 
Member is not one I can accept. 


CHINESE CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the correspondence betweer 
Her Majesty's Government and the 
Chinese and French Governments in 
regard to British interests in Southern 
China will be presented to the House 
before the Whitsuntide recess? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (for Mr. Curzon): I am informed 
that communications with the Chinese 
Government are still proceeding on the 
subject, and I am not, therefore, in a 
nosition to state whether any Papers 
will be laid. 


CONVICTIONS FOR ILLEGAL 
TRAWLING. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether, 
in the case of convictions for illegal trawl- 
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ing, or for infringement of the regula- 
tions for the lettering, numbering, and 
lighting, he will arrange for the name 
and address of the owners of the offend- 
ing trawler to be inserted in the Fishery 
Board Report as well as the name of 
the master ? 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granau 
Murray, Buteshire): The Fishery 
Board’s Report for 1897 is now com- 
pleted, and has been submitted to the 
Secretary for Scotland for presentation 
to Parliament. As regards the publica- 
tion of the owners’ names, the Board ar2 
not of opinion that it would be desirable 
to publish in the annual Report a list 
of the names of owners against whom no 
conviction has been obtained. 


Mr. WEIR: I only ask for the publica- 
tion of the names of the owners of the 
offending trawlers. Why this tendency 
to shield the rich trawler and not the 
poorer one? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I think th: 
honourable Member’s Question tends in 
the contrary direction. He wishes us to 
publish the names of the owners where 
convictions are obtained against the 
masters ? 


Mr. WEIR: And the owner? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The Ques- 
tion does not say so. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Is not the 
master usually one of the owners? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Where a 
conviction has been obtained the name 
is given. I do not think it fair to in- 
sinuate, as honourable Members are 
doing, that in all cases of illegal trawling 
there is collusion between master and 
owner. 


ESTATE DUTY. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (King’s Lynn) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that for a 
period of nearly a year after the 2nd 
August, 1894, when the Finance Act came 
into operation, the Inland Revenue au- 
thorities neither exacted nor claimed 
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Estate Duty on settled property in which 
the deceased’s life interest had been 
transferred to the reversioner more than 
12 months prior to death; whether he 
can state the date upon which the duty 
was first claimed and exacted in such 
cases ; and whether, since the doubt as to 
the legality of such a claim was first 
raised in 1896, the persons from whom 
duty has in such cases been exacted have 
been informed by the Department of In- 
land Revenue that if the contention of 
the Crown failed any over-payment would 
be refunded? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: A claim for Estate Duty was 
first made in cases such as that men- 
tioned by the honourable Member in 
July, 1895, on the advice of the Law 
Officers. In certain cases the parties 
have paid the duty on condition that ‘f 
within a given time the point at issue 
should be finally decided against the 
Crown, any duty overpaid would he 
refunded. 


Army Reserve 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The richt 
honourable Gentleman speaks of “ certain 
cases.” What about the other cases 
have they been informed? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: No, Sir. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Why not? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: I have already answered 
that Question; I have told my honour- 
able Friend I do not intend to answer 


hypothetical questions on details of 
the duties. 

WEI-HAI-WEI. 
Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
efficient working of the Army system 
being dependent upon equality of the 
number of battalions at home and abroad, 
the nature and composition of any armed 
force which may be required for service 
at Wei-hai-Wei has been, or will be, re- 
ferred to the Defence Committee of the 
Cabinet to decide whether the Army or 
the Marine Forces would best provide 
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for such requirements ; and whether that 
Committee has considered the importance 
of placing at the disposal of our admirals 
on the China and other distant stations 
in war a force of Marines for operations 
on shore irrespective of those forming 
part complement of Her Majesty s ships ; 
and, if not, whether, having regard to 
the teachings of history, and to the ex- 
perience afforded at Alexandria in 1882, 
and now by war operations at Manila, of 
the military requirements necessary t» 
supplement the exercise of naval power, 
he can give an assurance that this im- 
perial requirement will receive the most 
careful consideration of that Committee? 


Tue FIRST LORD or rae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I assure my honourable and gallant 
Friend that all the problems he has sug- 
gested in his Question, and any others 
that may arise, will receive the most 
careful consideration of Her Majesty’: 
Government. 


PRIME MINISTER. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Government will con- 
sider the advisability of bringing in a 
ill to enable the Prime Minister to 
speak in both Houses of Parliament? 


Tne FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I think there is a great deal in 
theory to be said in favour of the plan 
suggested by the honourable Gentleman, 
but it is so absolutely alien to the Par- 
liamentary traditions and practice of this 
country that I certainly shall not make 
myself responsible for any such proposal, 


ARMY RESERVE BILL. 

Sirk JAMES FERGUSSON (Manches- 
ter, N.E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether it is intended to pro- 
ceed with the Army Reserve Bill; and, 
if not, whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will take steps to bring a certain 
number of corps to a strength prepared 
for occasional emergencies, so that when 
a brigade or a division is required for 
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active service it may be commanded in 
the field by officers under whom it has 
been trained ? 


Speculation in 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Of the two alternatives sug- 
gested by my right honourable Friend, 
the first is the one which commends 
itself to the Government, and we are ex- 
tremely anxious to make progress with 
the Bill in question. 


COLONIAL SECRETARY’S BIRMINGHAM 
SPEECH ON FOREIGN POLICY. 
Mr. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg t> 

ask the First Lord of the Treasury 

whether the Government intend to make 
any statement to this House in respect 
to the important speech relating to the 
condition of our relations with Foreign 
Powers delivered bv the Secretary to the 
Colonies on Friday last at Birmingham? 


Toe FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: The answer to my honourable 
Friend’s question is in the negative. 


SPECULATION IN FOOD STUFFS. 

Mr. WINGFIELD-DIGBY: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the serious 
position created in this and other coun- 
tries by the sudden and abnormal rise 
in the price of bread, he will consider 
the advisability of taking measures, in 
conjunction with other Governments, to 
stop the speculation which is carried on 
in the corn trade, thus hindering ‘the 
operation of the natural law of supply 
and demand, whereby the world at large 
is prevented from arriving at any true 
estimate as to its real position on this 
all-important point? 


Tne FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: I confess I look with some 
scepticism at endeavours to check 
by legislation the discretion of those 
engaged in any particular branch of 
commerce, and I greatly doubt 


Sir J. Fergusson. 
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whether such interference would, in 
the long run, have the effect of giving 
freer play to the natural operations 
of supply and demand. As regards the 
last paragraph, I believe the available 
information as to stocks of wheat in the 
world is greater now than it has been at 
any previous period. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that the Governments of 
America, Austria, Belgium, Canada, 
France, Germany, Hungary, Russia, and 
Switzerland have initiated inquiries 
respecting prospective legislation, or have 
passed Laws regarding gambling opera- 
tions in food stuffs; whether he will 
inquire into the results of those inquiries 
and legislation; and whether he will 
suggest to them the desirability of 
Governmental] co-operation to prevent 
corners in grain and artificial prices, 
obtained by corn exchange speculators 
in options? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircmm, Croydon) : 
Reports have been obtained from Her 
Majesty’s representatives in all the 
Foreign countries referred to with regard 
to the subject to which the Question 
relates, and were ¢irculated on Saturday 
last. Reports have also been received 
from Canada. It is impossible for me to 
give within the limits of an answer to a 
Question the effect of these Reports, 
but I may say that the one received from 
Her Majesty's Ambassador at Berlin 
concludes with these words— 

“It is considered by some people to be most 
probable that the abolition of this law wiil 
eventually be sought for by the very persons 
who urged its adoption.” 

I have no intention of taking such action 
as is indicated in the last paragraph of 
the Question. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether, 
seeing that an Act was passed in 1867 
prohibiting fictitious sales and purchases 
of shares in, joint-stock banking com- 
panies, he will introduce a Bill prohibit- 
ing gambling in food stuffs? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tuz BOARD oF 
TRADE: There is no intention to pro- 
pose legislation on the subject. 

















FLOGGING A BRITISH SOLDIER AT 
MARITZBURG. 

CotoneL A. M. LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if the corporal 
punishment inflicted on the private 
soldier of the Royal Dublin Fusiliers at 
Maritzburg was carried out in the 
presence of coloured men, and by whom 
it was administered; also if he can see 
his way to abolish the power of adminis- 
tering corporal punishment to Her 
Majesty’s soldiers and sailors at present 
possessed by colonial authorities? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I will ask the Acting- 
Governor of the Colony to furnish me 
with a Report upon the incident, and if 
this Report confirms the statement of 
facts in the Question I propose to com- 
municate with the Natal Government on 
the subject. 


CASE OF JOHN AND STEPHEN 
ARRIGAN. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
Attorney General for Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the recent 
action of the county court judge of 
Tipperary, and of the justices of Clonmel 
Petty Sessions, in refusing to sign war- 
rants for the committal of John and 
Stephen Arrigan in default of payment of 
the fines imposed on them for a breach 
of the Fishery Laws by the said county 
court judge upon an appeal heard by 
him at Clonmel Quarter Sessions, on 
23rd October iast; and whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will take any steps 
to remedy such a miscarriage of justice? 


Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): I wish, 
Sir, before this Question is put to draw 
your attention to the last paragraph, 
which, I submit, is a violation of Parlia- 
mentary rule. It speaks of “a mis- 
carriage of justice.” It is a matter of 
opinion whether or not it is a miscarriage 
of justice, and the paragraph in conse- 
quence improperly reflects discredit on 
the magistrates referred to. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
words “miscarriage of justice” should 
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not be used unless it is beyond all possi- 
bility of doubt there has been one. It 
would have been safer, perhaps, to have 
interpolated the word “ apparent.” 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Joun Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): Both the county court judge and 
the magistrates were of opinion that they 
had no jurisdiction to issue a warrant. 
The matter is under the consideration of 
the Government, with a view of having 
the question of law authoritatively 
determined. 


GLENGARRY CAPS FOR THE MILITIA. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if the authorities still 
intend to issue glengarry caps to the 
Militia, and are continuing to manufac- 
ture them? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The question of 
issuing field caps to the Militia is post- 
poned till the result of its use by other 
troops at the forthcoming manceuvres 18 
known. Meanwhile, it is necessary to 
maintain a sufficient supply of glen- 
garries, but as soon as a field cap is 
approved it will be largely manu- 
factured. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: Did not the 
right honourable Gentleman say last 
Session that no more glengarry caps 
would be issued? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, and at that 
moment it was hoped a decision on the 
field cap would at once be come to. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Rochester) : 
When will the War Office arrive at their 
decision ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope it will be 
arrived at at the conclusion of the 
manceuvres, in which I hope the noble 
Lord will take part. 


EARL OF RANFURLY AND THE 
ORANGEMEN OF NEW ZEALAND. 
Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
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Colonies whether he has now received 
® Report of the presentation of an 
address by the Orange body in Dunedin 
to the Earl of Ranfurly, the Governor 
of New Zealand, and his Excellency’s 
reply, in which the Orangemen are con- 
gratulated on having carried their old 
traditions to New Zealand and other 
Colonies; and whether, having regard 
to the constitutional obligations of 
Governors of Colonies with responsible 
Governments to abstain, as the Repre- 
sentatives of the Queen, from _partici- 
pating in party politics, the Colonial 
Office will require an explanation from 
Lord Ranfurly with reference to this 
departure from established practice? 


Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): Before 
the right honourable Gentleman answers 
that Question, may I ask if it is not the 
fact that Her Majesty the Queen, on the 
occasion of her Diamond Jubilee 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question is very specific, and has no rela- 
tion to anything said or done by Her 
Majesty. 

Mr. JOHNSTON: I have informed 
the Secretary for the Colonies that I wish 
to ask a Question in connection with an 
address to the Queen, and also to 
her Viceroy in New Zealand, by arrange- 
ment——— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I must interrupt the 
honourable Member. A question asked 
about a specific act of a certain Colonial 
Governor does not legitimately give rise 
to a question of the kind the honourable 
Gentleman wishes to ask. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: I have not received any 
Report on the subject, but the honour- 
able Member has been good enough to 
refer me to a New Zealand newspaper 
containing a report of the reception of 
Lord Ranfurly at Dunedin, and the 
presentation on that occasion of an 
address by the Orangemen of that city 
and the Governor’s reply. If that report 
is correct, I find nothing in it which 
appears to me to call for explanation, or 
to furnish any ground for the suggestion 
that Lord Ranfurly, in the remarks with 
which he received the loyal address, par- 
ticipated in party politics, or identified 
himself with a political party. 


Mr. MacNeill. 


Harbour Accommodation 





{COMMONS} 








in Arran Island. 1552 


AMENDED INDIAN ACTS. 


Mr. J. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether authentic 
copies of the amended Indian Penal Code, 
Criminal Procedure Code, and Post Office 
Act, will be in the hands of Members 
before the House rises for the Whitsun- 
tide Recess; and whether he will post- 
pone for a reasonable time his decision on 
the question of disallowing these Acts, 
under section 21 of 24 and 25 Vic., cap. 
67, until the House has had an oppor- 
tunity of considering and discussing their 
provisions? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I hope that the Papers relating 
to the Penal Code and Criminal Proce- 
dure Code Acts will be ready for pre- 
sentation this week; those relating to 
the Post Office Act will be presented 
separately. I have decided to leave 
these Acts to their operation ; and copies 
of dispatches informing the Government 
of India of my decision will be found in 
the collections which are about to be 
presented. 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: How long will 
we have to wait for the Post Office Act? 
Will it be a long time? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: No, Sir; I hope not. 


HARBOUR ACCOMMODATION IN ARRAN 
ISLAND. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that the harbour accommoda- 
tion at Kilrossan, Arran Island, is 
entirely inadequate for the number of 
boats at present engaged there in the 
fishing industry, and that the develop- 
ment of the industry is also greatly 
retarded, he will urge on the Board of 
Works to take immediate steps to carry 
out the necessary extension of the Kil- 
more Pier? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Ques- 
tion of extending the pier at Kilrossan in 
the North Island of Arran is engaging 




















the attention of the Government, but I 
am unable to make any further state- 
ment in the matter at presenv. 


ADULTERATED FOREIGN MILK. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, North): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board with regard to the 
fact that an English purveyor of milk 
was convicted on llth May, at the 
Marylebone Police Court, and fined £2, 
with £2 2s. costs, for selling milk adul- 
terated with boracic acid, which was 
injurious to infants and invalids, whether 
he is aware that all foreign imported 
milk is adulterated in the same way ; 
and whether any action has been taken 
against these foreign importers? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I am afraid 
there is nothing which I can add to the 
replies which I have recently given to 
two similar Questions on the same sub- 
ject; but I can assure my honourable 
Friend that the matter is being carefully 
watched, and I shall not hesitate to take 
whatever action may be necessary if 
the examinations now proceeding should 
show that the milk in question is inju- 
rious to public health. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES CONFERENCE. 


Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the date for the 
Brussels Conference on Sugar Bounties 
has been fixed; and, if so, whether he 
will give the date; and whether the 
British delegates have been appointed ; 
and, if so, whether he will give their 
names ! 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (for Mr. Curzon): The date has 
been fixed for 7th June, but it seems 
likely that there may be a postponement. 
The appointment of the delegates to 
represent Her Majesty’s Government is 
under consideration, but has not yet been 
completed. 
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GAELIC IN HIGHLAND SCHOOLS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he can state in how many 
schools in the Highlands and Islands 
of Scotland Gaelic is taught during the 
ordinary school hours, either by the cer- 
tificated teacher or by some person 
specially employed for the purpose? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: There are 
25 schools in which Gaelic is taught as 
a specific subject, and 43 schools in which 
payment is made in respect of the em- 
ployment of a Gaelic-speaking pupil- 
teacher. These numbers do not include 
all those where Gaelic is used as a 
medium of explanation, as to which no 
Return is possible. 


SCOTCH EDUCATION REPORT. 

Mr. WEI: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that the 
Report on Education (Scotland) for 
1896-7 was issued on the 8th May, 1897, 
will he explain why the Report for 1897-8 
is not yet in the hands of Members ; 
and can he say when it will be published? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The Report 
was issued last year at an unusually early 
date. It has not been possible to issue 
it as soon this year, but it is in progress 
and will be issued as soon as possible. 


Mr. WEIR: Will it be in the hands of 
Members before the Estimate is taken? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 
already said I have no doubt my right 
honourable Friend will try and arrange 
that. 


Mr. WEIR: Then I will ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Before making any pledge, I 
should like to know when the Report is 
likely to be out. I will consult my right 
honourable Friend. 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION 

BETWEEN MOUNTMELLICK AND 
CLONASLEE. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 

to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
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representing the Postmaster General, 
will he explain why, although the new 
wires from Mountmellick to Clonaslee 
pass the Rosenallis post office, yet a 
telegraphic connection is refused the 
latter place ; and seeing that the Mount- 
mellick guardians are willing to guaran- 
tee the Department against loss, will 
directions be given for the opening of a 
telegraph station at Rosenallis? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware that a telegraphic 
connection at the siosenallis post office 
has been refused. The Mountmellick 
guardians having now entered into the 
necessary guarantee agreement, arrange 
ments are being made for the office to be 
opened as soon as possible. 


LARNE WORKHOUSE. 

Mr. McCARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Treland whether his attention has been 
called to the deficient nursing arrange- 
ments in connection with the workhouse 
at Larne, county Antrim, and if any steps 
will be taken with reference to the want 
of proper classification of the inmates of 
this workhouse? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: For some 
time past the Local Government Board 
have been urging the Larne Board 
of Guardians to make better arrange- 
ments for the nursing of the sick in the 
workhouse infirmary, which are both in- 
adequate and unsatisfactory, and for the 
due observance of the classification cf 
inmates. The matters referred to will Le 
considered at a special meeting of the 
guardians to be held to-morrow. 


TURNER ROOM AT THE NATIONAL 
GALLERY. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether the iron roof 
shutters on the north side of the Turner 
Room of the National Gallery, which is 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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in actual contact with the canteen end 
of St. George’s Barracks, have been re- 
moved, and the risk of danger by fire 
largely increased? 
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Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The fixed 
shutters referred to in the honourable 
Member’s Question have been removed 
because, when turned back in the day- 
time, they obscured some new glazed 
lights formed in the lead flats by desire 
of the trustees. It has been proposed, 
should the trustees approve, to provide 
detachable shutters, to be removed and 
replaced daily over these skylights. 1! 
find that the Turner Room is not in 
actual contact with the barracks, there 
being a space of about two feet between 
the walls of the two buildings; and 
further, that the canteen has been re- 
moved to the other end of the barracks. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury when it 


is proposed to take the Dogs Regulation 
Bill? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I will consult with my right 
honourable Friend the President of the 
Board of Agriculture on the point. 


NEW BILL. 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


“To amend the Wild Birds Protection 
Acts as applying to Ireland” ; ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde, Mr. William Redmond, 
Sir Herbert Maxwell, and Sir Edward 
Grey; Presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 220.] 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


[Mi. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith, CHArRMAN of Ways AnD MEANS, in 
the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


Cuause 35. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 33, leave out, ‘Subject to 
the provisions hereinafter contained with 
respect to excluded charges.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The words 
which I propose to leave out are laid 
down by the Government at the com- 
mencement of clause 35, and refer to 
certain excluded charges subsequently 
described. My object in moving this 
Amendment is to challenge, at the 
carliest possible moment, the general 
policy of the Government in reference to 
these excluded charges. On subsequent 
Amendments these charges can be chal- 
lenged each on its merits, if necessary, 
but I would now ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman responsible for the Bill 
to compare the wording of this clause and 
the wording of clause 4 of the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act. The first sub-section 
of clause 4 runs— 


“The Local Government Board shall, as soon 
as may be after the passing of this Act, certify 
the amount.” 


There are no words in that clause which 
correspond to clause 35 of this Bill, such 
as the words to which I now object. 
Clause 35 begins— 


“Subject to the provisions hereinafter con- 
tained with respect to excluded charges, the 
Local Government Board, on the report of the 
Commissioner of Valuation, shall, as soon as 
may be after the passing of this Act, certify,” 
etc. 


Now I cannot see why clause 35 should 
not commence in the same way as 
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That would not bind the Government 
against exempting in any subsequent 
clauses certain charges if they thought 
fit. It would not tie their hands. As 
a matter of fact there are, of course, 
certain rates exempted in the English 
Act, but, as I shall show, the principle on 
which these rates have been exempted 
is totally different from the principle 
applied in the Irish Bill. The only rates 
that are excluded under the English Act 
are those specified in clause 1, sub-section 
2, as follows— 


(a) Which the occupier of agricultural land 
is liable, as compared with the occupier of 
buildings or other hereditaments, to be assessed 
to or to pay in the proportion of one-half or 
less than one-half, or (b) which is assessed 
under any commission of sewers, or in respect 
of any drainage, wall, embankment, or other 
work for the benefit of the land.” 


Therefore, in the case of the English Act, 
relief was extended to all kinds of agri- 
cultural land, and in respect to all rates 
except a rate in which land was assessed 
in lower proportion than buildings, or a 
rate in respect of work specially con- 
structed for the purpose of benefiting the 
land, such as drainage work or an 


embankment, or some other work 
specially directed to the improve- 
ment of the land in question. Now, 


Sir, I would not object to that 
being applied to the Irish Bill, but 
the priciple of exclusion in the case 
of that Bill is far more ex- 
tensive than in the English Act. It 
may be said that under the Irish Bill 
certain new rates and a number of new 
Acts are specially exempted. But, in the 
case of England, the relief was not con- 
fined to the old standard rates, such as 
those levied for county boroughs and for 
the poor, because we know that relief 
was given in the case of the school rate 
—quite a modern rate—and I fancy it 
was given in the case of several other 
rates excluded from the Irish Bill. When 
we turn to the clause we find that the 
rates to be excluded are, first, expenses 
in relation to additional constabulary ; 
and, second, compensation for criminal 
injuries ; in addition to which there is a 
long list of Acts, including the Tramways 
and Public Companies Act, the Light 
Railways Act, 1890, the Piers and Har- 
bours Act, the Public Loans Act, 
the Relief of Distress Act, 
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1880, and Acts amending the same. The 
Relief of Distress Act is one of the most 
outrageous of the exclusions, but I do 
not intend at this portion of the Bill to 
argue on the merits of particular exclu- 
sions, which can be raised subsequently. 
All I desire is to get some declaration 
from the Government as to their policy 
on this matter, and to urge them to 
assimilate the wording of clause 35 to 
that of clause 4 of the English Act. 


Question put. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, Central) : 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
has asked me to give the general views 
of the Government with respect to 
these excluded charges. But may I 
point out that the system of taxation in 
Ireland is altogether so different from 
that in England that it would not have 
been easy to follow the terms of the 
English Act. For instance, in England 
police and school board charges are paid 
by the local rates; in Ireland they are 
paid out of the Exchequer. Then, again, 
in England the grant is not given to 
burial boards, or for the expenses of 
Parliamentary registration, or for over- 
seers in connection with the collection of 
rates, whereas in Ireland it will apply. 
The parish councils’ rate in England is 
also excluded. I mention these to show 
the difference in the conditions of the 
two countries. The honourable Member 
has given a list of the excluded charges, 
which are as follow :—Expenses in rela- 
tion to additional constabulary, compen- 
sation for criminal injuries, and any 
amounts raised in connection with any 
railway or tramway under the Tramways 
and Public Companies (Ireland) Act, the 
Light Railways Acts, the Fisheries (Ire- 
land) Act, 1846, the Piers and Harbour 
(Ireland) Act, the Public Works Loans 
Act, the Relief of Distress Act, navigation 
works under the Drainage and Naviga- 
tion Act, and special expenses under the 
Public Health Acts. A number of 
those rates are not levied in England 
at all, and, therefore, it was for the 
Government to consider whether they 
were to be included or excluded. Speali- 
ing generally, I might say there are 


Mr. Dillon. 
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obvious reasons why the rates for extra 
police and for malicious injuries should 
not be included in the agricultural grant. 
The county guarantees for railways are 
peculiarly Irish charges, and the same 
may be said of harbour loans. As regards 
the Relief of Distress Act, which the 
honourable Member seems to think ex- 
traordinary that it should be excluded, 
I think, perhaps, he is not aware of the 
particular nature of the expenditure 
under this Act. As a matter of fact, most 
of these excluded charges will expire 
within the next two years, and, if they 
were included, would constitute a per- 
manent charge on the Exchequer. There 
is only one of these charges that will 
last, and that is the charge for the 
inspection of piers. Drainage and navi- 
gation loans are peculiar to Ireland. I 
have stated generally the views of the 
Government with reference to excluded 
charges, and later I will be able to give 
the reasons which have determined the 
Government in each particular case; but 
I think the honourable Member will 
not deny that some charges must be ex- 
cluded, and accordingly it will be neces- 
sary to retain the words in the clause. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): It is obvious 
that the excluded charges will be dis- 
cussed in detail on clause 40, but it ap- 
pears to me we are now prejudging the 
merits or demerits of that clause by in- 
serting these words when they are not 
necessary. The clause we are now dis- 
cussing begins, “ Subject to the provisions 
hereinafter contained in respect to ex- 
cluded charges.” Now, that is more or less 
anticipating the fact that the Committec 
will more or less agree with the propose] 
of the Government, that all these ex- 
cluded charges should be retained in 
clause 40. We are not at all agreed as 
te that. We maintain that several of 
these charges should be included. But 
by putting the words objected to by th» 
honourable Member into this clause, it 
appears to some extent to prejudge the 
decision of the Committee with regard '0 
clause 40. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is neces- 
sary that the words should be retained 
in their present position. 

Mr. DILLON: I do not see the use of 
discussing the matter further in this 
stage. I believe the phrase is unneces- 
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sary and objectionable, but if the 
Government will not give way I will 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 38, leave out ‘taken,’ and 
insert ‘deemed.’”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. J. Arxryson, Londonderry, 
N.): We have followed exactly the Eng- 
lish Act. 


Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 


N.): The word “deemed” is more 
familiar. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I shall 


certainly accept that word with the 
greatest of pleasure if it is more usual 
than “ taken.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 19, after ‘raised,’ insert ‘or 
expended.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I hooe 
the Government will see their way to 
make this clause clear. The right honour- 
able Gentleman admitted, in answer to 
a question, that under the English Act 
the amount which had been expended in 
the standard year was the amount of the 
grant. In the section as it stands the 
sum to be taken under the new Act is 
estimated as having been raised. I wish 
to insert the words “or expended.” In 
the case of the Millstreet and other 
unions the guardians were compelled by 
the Local Government Board to raise a 
larger sum than they required, with the 
result that they started the standard 
year with a larger sum in hand, and 
accordingly struck a smaller rate. It 
was the Local Government Board that 
compelled these unions to raise these 
large sums, and it appears to me, there- 
fore, that it is absolutely necessary to 
insert the words “or expended,” or else 
these unions will not receive the grant 
to which they are justly entitled. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With a!) 
due respect, Sir, I submit this Amend- 
ment is out of order, as, if adopted, it 
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might carry us beyond the scope of the 
financial resolution. I may say, however, 
that such exceptional cases as those to 
which the honourable Member refe:s 
would undoubtedly, in my judgment, 
come up for consideration. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: That is the 
funniest explanation I have ever heard. 
Either my Amendment is right or it is 
not; either it covers the ground or it 
does not. If it covers the ground it 
must be within the resolution, ani if it 
is within the resolution now is the 
preper time to carry it out. The right 
honourable Gentleman states that these 
cases will be considered, and that it is 
competent for the Government to take 
them into account. Of course, if they 
went beyond the resolution the Govern- 
ment would be incompetent to deal with 
them. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The clause 
ag now drafted would enable the Govern- 
ment to take into consideration the 
cases referred to by the honourable 
Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: That is only fair 
play. I submit, Sir, the right honour- 
able Gentleman has hardly treated the 
Committee with candour. He was asked 
a question on this point several weeks 
ago, and it was pointed out that these 
unions were, by the coercion of the Local 
Government Board, compelled to raise 
larger sums than they required, and he 
replied that the matter would be dealt 
with in the Bill, and that it was possible 
to deal with it. Accordingly we assumed 
that justice was to be done, but now it 
seems we are not to get justice as an 
abstract commodity, but we are to get it 
as it appears to the right honourable Gen- 
tleman. In other words, it will be com- 
petent for him to include or exclude 
these balances as he thinks fit. That is 
a latitude we do not like to allow to the 
right honourable Gentleman. It is a 
matter of absolute justice, and it can be 
argued on that ground, and on no other. 
Let us take a given union: it can meet 
its poor law expenses by raising £10,000. 
In steps the Local Government Board and 
says, “ Your estimate is too low; it must 
be for £12,000”; and the union, with 


reluctance, and under pressure of the 














1563 Local Government 


Local Government Board, raises the 
large: sum. Then it turns out that 
the guardians were right and the Local 
Government Board was wrong, and 
accordingly they start the next year 


with a credit of £2,000. Of the 
people who paid this money, many 
of them are dead, others. have 
emigrated; but what we desire is 


that the question shall not be left to the 
discretion of the Government, or to 
that penurious institution, the British 
Treasury, whether credit shall be 
allowed for these balances. What we 
desire is that the Act should positively 
require the Government to base the 
grant on what would have been the 
normal amount raised had not the Local 
Government Board foolishly interfered. 
In reply to that demand, the right 
honourable Gentleman starts a point 
unworthy of him. He first tries to bowl 
me over on a barren point of order, by 
saying that my Amendment is not within 
the ambit of the resolution. If it is 
not it is the intention of the Government 
to swindle unions in the position of Mill- 
street, and get the benefit for the Trea- 
sury of the credit balances. Does the 
right honourable Gentleman think we 
move these Amendments for fun? What 
we are striving for is absolute justice, and 
to prevent the injustice which will arise 
owing to the action of the Department 
of which he is the head, if the clause is 
not amended. And, being the head, he 
should be the very first man to remedy 
the injustice caused by his own act, for 
he has stated that he does not allow the 
Local Government Board to take any 
step without his sanction; and, there- 
fore, every act of the Board must be 
taken as the personal act of the Chief 
Secretary. He ought to be the first man 
to accept an Amendment of this kind, 
instead of which he says to these 
unions: “According to my good judg- 
ment and benevolence vou shall have this 
bonus if you are good boys, if you attend 
to law and order, and if you pass reso- 
lutions of a particular kind; but if you 
misbehave you shall not have it.” 
And this is the hard-earned money 
which the ratepayers were compelled 
to raise in 1896 by the Locai 
Government Board. We acquiesced in 
the view of the right honourable Gentle- 
man regarding the adoption of a 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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standard year, because he told us it 
would be modified, and now he tells us 
that that modification is not to be a 
matter of absolute right, but of British 
justice, as administered by himself. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon- 
ourable and learned Member has made 
a very extraordinary attack on me for 
having exactly followed the English Mea- 


sure. The same words appear in the 


English Act, but the interpretation put 
upon it by the English Local Government 
Board is explained in the following 
memorandum— 


“(1) For the purpose of certifying the share 
of the annual grant payable to each spending 
authority the Board had to determine the 
amount which was to be taken to have been 
raised for the expenditure of each spending 
authority, by rates to which the Act applies 
during the last financial year before the passing 
of the Act. In order to enable the Board to 
arrive at the amount to be so determined, it 
was provided by the regulations issued under 
the Act that Returns should be made by the 
spending authorities as to the rates raised by 
them during 1895 and 1896, and that the 
amount included in the precepts made payable 
during the financial year, or in the case of a 
rate collected by the authorities, the amount 
collected during the year should be taken as 
the amount realised during the year. The 
Board were to take into consideration any 
sums raised during the year by the predeces- 
sors of the spending authority, constituted 
after the commencement of the year, and were 
empowered also to take into consideration any 
alteration of area and any special circum- 
stances.” 


“(2) The Return prescribed by the Board 
should be not only the sums called by the pre- 
cepts or raised by rates during the prescribed 
year, but also like particulars prior to the 
commencement of that year and subsequent to 
that year. The Returns were carefully exam- 
ined by the Board, and were compared with 
the financial statistics of local taxation re- 
turns and other substantial information in the 
possession of the Board, with the view of 
testing the accuracy of the Returns, and at the 
same time ascertaining how far the amount of 
rates raised in the year 1895-96 might fairly 
be taken as a test of a fixed grant.” 


For my part, we shall exactly follow the 
English procedure, and even if the words 
which the honourable and learned Mem- 
ber now desires to put in were accepted 
they would compel us to leave out con- 
siderations which were taken into account 
in estimating the English grants. The 
Local Government Board in Ireland will 
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be prepared to do what the English Local 
Government Board did. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are there in 
England any boards of guardians com- 
pelled by order of the Local Government 
Board to raise a larger sum in a given 
year than they otherwise would have 
raised? There is not one such case in 
England where a board of guardians is 
compelled by authority to raise £3,000 
er £4,000 more than they required. 
What I complain of is that the course 
of the Government is hardly candid. I 
was not considering the words in the 
Bill, but I was considering the difference 
between the answer given by the right 
honourable Gentleman to-day and that 
given by him a few weeks ago. We 
raised this point in the case of given 
unions, and we showed that the standard 
year would be unfair to them. I am in 
favour of the standard year myself, 
taking it all round, but it is undoubtedly 
just that the case of these unions should, 
as a matter of course, be taken into 
account. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Certainly. 
What I object to is being asked to state 
beforehand what, on consideration, the 
Local Government Board may decide 
in any particular case. It is true that 
the Amendment was out of order, because 
it might compel us to increase the agri- 
cultural grant as a result of taking such 
matters as this into consideration. In 
extreme cases, such as have been 
mentioned by the honourable and learned 
Member, it is very probable that the 
Local Government Board would take into 
favourable consideration the claims of 
such unions; but I cannot undertake 
that the Local Government Board should 
decide every case in that manner, which 
would be the efiect of accepting the 
Amendment. I really think I must have 
been entirely misunderstood. 


Local Government 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork City): 
As I understand the right honourable 
Gentleman, if any local authority starts 
the standard year with a large credit 
balance, that fact will be taken into 
account when the Local Government 
Board has to determine the standard rate ; 
and the converse case will also be taken 
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into account, namely, where a_ local 
authority starts the standard year with 
a large indebtedness, and has raised in 
that year a rate to meet that indebted- 
ness. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is so. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I think that 
is quite fair. The unions cannot have it 
both ways. If it is to be the law that a 
union starting with a large credit 
balance is to have it taken as having 
been raised in the standard year, then 
I think, on the other hand, if a union 
starts with a large debit balance and 
raises it in the standard year, that that 
also should be considered in estimating 
the standard rate. The fair thing is io 
calculate what the normal rate ought 
to be; that is, fair to the unions and 
fair to the individual, whose deduction 
ought not to be calculated on any 
abnormal figure. In listening to the 
statement read by the right honourable 
Gentleman as regards the principle which 
regulated the practice of the Local 
Government Board in England, I heard 
nothing with reference to unions which 
started the standard year with large 
debit balances. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The only 
reason I did not read further was that 
I was dealing with the particular point 
raised by the honourable and learned 
Member for Louth. With reference to 
the last-mentioned point, the Memoran- 
dum states— 


“Tf the comparison showed that the rates 
received in the year were abnormally high, 
inquiry was made of the local authority as to 
the cause of the increase. Among the causes 
of increase thus ascertained were the follow- 
ing :—The raising of rates in 1895-96 to wips 
off adverse balances from previous years, or to 
increase the existing balance; the raising in 
1895-96 of rates to meet expenditure ordi- 
narily defrayed out of capital moneys—~.g., for 
the erection of hospital and other buildings ; 
the raising of rates to meet exceptional cost in 
connection with law suits; the raising of rates 
to meet extra expenditure on highways, or 
expenditure of an unusual character.” 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I thank the 
right honourable Gentleman. I did not 
at all pretend to have mastered the docu- 
ment. As he read it, it struck me it 


did not cover the case I had in my mind, 
but I now recognise that it does. 


3.Q 


As 
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this is an important matter, and has been 
agitating boards of guardians all over 
Ireland for the past three or four months, 
may I ask if these regulations have been 
published? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: As they 
stand, these rules are not applicable to 
the Irish case; and as the right honour- 
able Gentleman has already gone to a 
great deal of trouble, in some cases, in 
setting out Orders in Council, and what 
Government Departments would do in 
these cases, I would ask him, for the 
enlightenment of the public, and to enable 
us to judge them, if ne could have the 
rules which the Local Government Board 
will put in force drawn up, so that we 
may have an opportunity of considering 
them before the Report stage. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
know whether I shall be able to have the 
rues drawn up before the Report stage. 
When they are drawn up they will be 
laid on the Table of the House, but some 
thing must be left to the discretion of 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am sory I 
cannot agree with my honourable Friend 
the Member for Cork. The statement 
read by the right honourable Gentleman 
is the most important he has yet made 
in connection with this Bill, because it 
is a revelation to us that there isto be no 
standard year. There is only to be an 
average of years, with the Treasury and 
the Local Government Board presiding 
over the investigations to our disadvan- 
tage. That is exactly the answer the 
right honourable Gentleman has given. 
What we previously understood was that 
everything raised in the standard year 
was to be taken into account. Now the 
confession is made that, if a union starts 
with a debit balance of £5,000, the Local 
Government Board will have the right to 
inquire into it, and if it finds that the 
year is above the normal by reason of 
the union having to erect a hospital, or 
having paid off some bill incurred 
through litigation, or something of that 
kind, to have the right to strike these 
items out of the account. That is a 
stupendous revelation, because I under- 
stood that what the Government said 
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was: “We have not taken the year 
1897-98, because, after the announcement. 
of the First Lord of the Treasury, the 
guardians would at once commence to. 
strike a higher rate in order to diddle 
the British Government.” Now the 
suggestion of the Government is, 
that although a rate struck in 
1896-97 in the normal and natural 
manner, having regard to the require- 
ments of the union at a given moment, it 


is 


is open to investigation. That is the 
circular we have heard read. Let us 


have one of two things. Are you to give 
us the whole of the rates raised in Ireland 
in 1896-97, or are younot? That isa plaim 


question. It is open to a plain answer. 
Utherwise the rates will be  jerry- 
mandered as against the unions. That 


is the plain construction of the state- 
ment just read. It is no answer to me 
to say that this circular was issued for 
English unions. In England the valua- 
tion on land and buildings may vary 
from year to year. We have a uniform 
valuation. One of the explanations of 
the defeat of the Unionist candidate at 
South Norfolk was that he took the rates 
off land and put them on _ buildings. 
Such a condition of affairs is impossible 
in Ireland, and accordingly it is most 
essential that we should insist on getting 
the benefit of the entire sum raised in 
1896-97. The answer given us is that we 
get the advantage in cases such as Mill- 
street, but for every union in Ireland 
that started the standard year with a 
credit balance a hundred unions started 
with debit balances. Accordingly it is 
the essence of our case that the standard 
year shall not be subject to variation or 
jerrymandering. You selected it your- 
selves as being of advantage to us. The 
Government said: “Take the standard 
year; it is fairer to Ireland. Rates are 
rising mechanically, and the last rate un- 
affected by political considerations will 
be the highest rate struck.” We 
thought we were on velvet, and we 
thought it was the fairest thing to take 
the last rate raised, which was unaffected 
by the statement of the first Lord of the 
Treasury. Now we are not to get it at 
all. The Government are to pick and 
choose, and in ali cases the Treasury is to 
have the right to preside over the 
inquiries, and say what is to be struck 





Mr. M. Healy. 
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out. Here are the opening words of the 
clause — 


Local Government 


“Subject to the provisions hereinafter con- 
tained in respect to excluded charges, the Local 
Government Board, on the report of the Com- 
missioner of Valuation, shall, as soon as may 
be after the passing of this Act, certify.” 


And again— 


“The sum payable to each county out of 
the agricultural grant shall be equal to half 
the amounts so certified.” 


And further— 


“For the purpose of certificates under this 
section the Local Government Board, on the 
report of the Commissioner of Valuation, shall 
determine in the prescribed manner the adjust- 
ments which are to be made in consequence 
of any diiference.” 


And finally— 


“The Local Government Board, on the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Valuation, may in 
the case of error amend.” 


Now, Sir, all this really means that Mr. 
Holmes, the Treasury Remembrancer in 
Dublin, will be strolling round to the 
Local Government Board every afternoon 
to see what union accounts have been 
made up. He will find that a particular 
union in the county of Cork has built 
an additional wing to a hospital. “Oh,” 
says Mr. Holmes, “that is not fair to the 
British Treasury ; out it goes.” Then he 
may find in another union something in 
respect to another charge. They may 
have got in a water supply, and he will 
act in the same way. We will be delivered 
over to the enemies of Ireland, who wil] 
preside over the settlement of the account 
between the two nations without anyone 
representing Ireland being present to see 
fair play. That is the substance of this 
sub-section. Do not tell me that English 
Members could be in this position. The 
Government depends on the votes of 
English Members, and if they had a com- 
plaint they would only go to the Local 
Government Board and say, “Our votes 
keep the Government in office.” What 


chance has Ireland of getting fair play? 
We are always in a minority in this 
House, and we never can bring pressure 
to bear on the Government, and there 
fore. I say that the substitution now made 
instead of the standard year—the pick- 
ing and choosing of the Government— 
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will spread alarm and dismay among the 
unions of Ireland. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tut EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicxs-Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I can assure the honourable 
and learned Member that there is really 
no ground whatever for his suspicion that 
Ireland will suffer at the hands of the 
Treasury in this matter. The Treasury 
did not interfere in the smallest degree 
in England between the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the various spending 
authorities concerned as to the manner 
in which the amount of the grant in each 
case should be settled, and the Treasury 
will take precisely the same course now 
in regard to Ireland. It will be a matter 
left to the Local Government Board on 
the one side. and the spending authori- 
ties on the other. There is really no.. 
ground for this suspicion, that the action 
of the Treasury will be in any way 
unfavourable to Ireland. For what 
happened in England? These accounts 
were sent in, and considered by the Lecal 
Government Board, according to the 
terms of the memorandum read by my 
right honourable Friend. There was a 
correspondence in many cases betwec? 
the Local Government Board and the 
officials of the various spending authori~ 
ties as to what should be allowed and 
what should not be allowed. Not in one 
single case did the local authorities ques- 
tion the eventual decision of the Local 
Government Board, and all was settled 
in the end in a reasonable time without 
the smallest friction on either side. And 
why! Because, as the honourable 
Member for Cork has seen, after listen-. 
ing to the memorandum, justice was 
always done. In some cases more was 
allowed than had been actually received 
from rates, and in other cases less was 
allowed. Does the honourable and learned: 
Member really think that a _ local 
authority in England is less anxious to 
get a sufficient Treasury grant for their 
own purposes than a local authority 
is in Ireland? I can assure him that if 
the local authorities in England thought 
they were not fairly treated they would 
be the first to complain, and raise their 


voices through their representatives, 
in this House. Precisely the same 
opportunity remains in regard ta 
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the local authorities in Ireland, and 
precisely the same course is to be taken 
by the Government, and that is the only 
possible course. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: Mr. 
Lowther, I think the Committee, before 
deciding upon this sub-section, ought to 
have from the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary some clear state- 
ment of what the precise effect of the 
section is as it stands. For my part, | 
think it is impossible to try and under- 
stand this very long and this very com- 
plicated Act or Bill that we are dealing 
with, and I want to deal with the section 
apart altogether from the English Bill. 
We are now legislating for Ireland, and, 
though the ground of that legislation 
may be to assimilate the English and 
the Irish law, what we are dealing with 
is a Measure which is to pronounce what 
the Irish law is. Now, I confess that 1 
thought I understood, until I heard this 
Debate and heard the arguments raised, 
the meaning of the standard year, and I 
am quite sure that many right honour- 
able Gentlemen and honourable Gentle- 
men who have listened to the Debate 
thought it meant this: if in any given 
county not overlapping another county 
consisting of a certain number of electors 
between 1896 and 1897—that is the 
standard year—a certain sum was raised 
in the whole of that county for the pur- 
poses of the poor rate and county cess, 
that was to be the standard basis on 
which a certain sum of this agricultural 
grant was to be awarded to that county. 
As I understand the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, the Local 
Government Board have by some rule, 
or otherwise, the power to modify that. 
New, the section we are dealing with 
does not contemplate the Local Govern- 
ment Board giving any certificate with 
regard to sub-section 2. The certificate 
cf the Local Government Board is con- 
fined to sub-section 1, clause 35, because 
it says— 

“Subject to the provisions hereinafter con- 
tained, with respect to excluded charges, the 
Local Government Board, on the report of the 
Commissioner of Valuation, shall, as soon as 
may be after the passing of this Act, certify 
as respects the standard financial report.” 


Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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Now we come to sub-section 2. There 
is nothing here about the certificate of 
the Local Government Board at all. It 
runs thus— 


“In estimating the sums to be taken for the 
purpose of this Act, as having been raised in 
any county, or district, or union, or in esti- 
mating the standard rate, all sums raised to 
meet expenses which, if this Act had been n 
force in the standard financial year, would 
have been raised equally over the whole coun- 
try, or district, or union, shall be treated as 
having been so raised.” 


What does this mean? If in, say, 
the county of Cork, several thousand 
pounds were raised for the county rate— 
the poor rate and the county cess— 
in the standard year, is that to be the 
estimate--I am leaving out of sight 
altogether the excluded charges, because 
we are not dealing with them here—is 
that to be the measure of what is to be 
granted out of the agricultural grant for 
that particular county? That seems to 
me to be the meaning of this particular 
section. If that is so, I do not know 
what is to become of the argument of 
the right honourable Gentleman in which 
he referred to the rules of the Local 
Government Board. And now, as I 
understand it, it is suggested that if a 
union is in debt at that date, before the 
commencement of the standard year, and 
if the poor rate is raised for the purpose 
of paying off that debt, that is not to 
bo taken into account in estimating the 
sum to be allocated to a_ particular 
county. I certainly think that the Com- 
mittee are entitled to a clear explanation 
of what is the meaning of this sub- 
section, and not leave the matter, when 
it afterwards becomes law, to be a burn- 
ing question, dragging people in Ireland 
from the various courts of justice to 
the House of Lords. Let us clearly under- 
stand now what it is that the right 
honourable Gentleman wishes the Com- 
mittee to pass. 


GERALD BALFOUR: 
Gentleman 


I think 
has 


Mr. 
the right honourable 
omitted to notice, or to take into account, 


clauses 29, 30, and 31, which deal 
with the expenses to be distributed 
over the union. With regard to the 


other point raised in the vast majority 
of cases, the exact figures are given by 
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the Commissioner of Valuation with 
regard to the raising of the rates in the 
standard year. It is only in cases of 
exceptional circumstances to be taken into 
consideration on the one hand, so as to 
raise the amount received, and in another 
case, possibly, to diminish it. I imagine 
that in 19 cases out of 20 the amount 
fixed will not be altered. Really, I do 
not think that there is anything to 
justify the fears of honourable Gentlemen 
upon these points. 


Local Government 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): 1 
merely wish to ask the question of the 
right honourable Gentleman, whether 
the language oi the English Act under 
which the Local Government Board 
propose to make this valuation is the 
same as that in this Bill, because I think 
that that is really an important point! 
May I also suggest that the regulations 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
proposed to issue might be laid on the 
Table? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
that. 


I will do 


Mr. CLANCY: Is there anything in 
the English Act analogous to this? Is 
the language of the Bill the same? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is practically the 
same, but it is not word for word. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: After’ the 
assurance that has been given by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, I beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Mr. FLYNN: I do not think that this 
would place the Local 
in any difficult position 


Amendment 
Government 
whatever. The honourable and learned 
Gentleman has referred to the Mill- 
street Union, which is in my consti- 
tuency, or, at least, the larger portion of 
it. I will not go over the same ground 
again, but let me give to the Committee 
the amount of the rates a few years 
prior to this particular year in the Mill- 
street Union. I have got the returns, 
and here they are, and they vary very 
much. Now, the poor rate in this union 
for 1890-91 was 3s. 5d. in the £; 
in 1894-95 it was 3s. 4d.; in 1895-96 
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2s. 2d.; but owing to the action of the 
Local Government Board the rate in 
1896-97, the standard year, was only 
ls. 5d. in the £, as compared with 
3s. 5d. seven years previously. There is 
a case, surely, in wnich the Government 
should not be unreasonable. Even 
supposing they adopt the words of the 
Order in Council as regards the English 
Bill, they should have the option of 
dealing with a union like this. The 
right honourable Gentieman will remem- 
ber that he read cnly the first portion 
of the Order in Council 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
explained in general terms what I read 
out to-day in the general discussion that 
took place on the standard year. I 
really think that it is not legitimate 
that imputations of that kind shculd be 
made. 


Mr. FLYNN: Then I withdraw the 
imputation. Most Members, I think, 
however, are not aware of the proposals 
in the latter portion of the Order in 
Council, and the right honourable Gentle- 
man will perceive the apprehension with 
which we regard these particular cases, 
because of the manner in which the 
Local Government Board will deal under 
this clause with a union like the one I 
represent, where the disproportion of 
rating is so great. As the representa- 
tive of that union, I thought it was my 
duty to bring the matter forward. 





*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) : 
My honourable Friend the Member for 
Louth has presupposed a case starting 
with a surplus. Might I be allowed to 
suggest another case, that of a union 
which starts without a surplus, but with 
a debt in which its expenditure exceeds 
its estimate? This is a very usual case, 
not only in Ireland, but in this country 
as well. I should like the right honour- 
able Gentleman’s interpretation of the 
word “raised” in that case. Would it 
be raised by rates? If vot, that would 
not be the current expenditure of the 
year. I will take £10,040 as the esti- 
mated expenditure. Now, swing to no 


exceptional circumstances, but owing to 
the fact that they have wuder-estimated 
certain small items in different parishes, 
What 


the expenditure reaches £11,000. 
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they do in those cases is this: they do 
not issue a supplementary rate, but they 
overdraw their account, and then the 
next year, when they have another rate 
to levy, they meet that extra expendi- 
ture. I want to know in that case what 
will be the sum raised within the 
meaning of this section. Will it be 
exactly the same as the estimated, or as 
the actual expenditure? 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: In conse- 
quence of the pledge given that the 
whole question of the agricultural land 
in urban areas will be reconsidered, I do 
not propose to go further into that ques- 
tion, but I wish to point out one thing 
which is, perhaps, not relevant to this 
particular Amendment. I allude to the 
absurdity to which the system of the 
Government leads us, as illustrated by 
the final words of this clause. Take the 
instance of the city of Cork. Suppose, 
within the next five years, the city of 
Cork extends its boundaries and takes in 
certain agricultural land. Until that 
agricultural land became included within 
the city of Cork the grant was paid in 
respect of it. The moment the land 
becomes included in the city of Cork the 
grant continues to be paid; but how is 
it paid? Half of it is paid into the 
local taxation account, and the other 
hali, Mr. Lowther, does not go to the 
county to which the agricultural land 
has been newly added, but goes to the 
benefit of the county from which the 
agricultural land has been taken away. 
I think the right honourable Gentleman 
will see that that is a great absurdity 
to follow in the framing of his Bill in 
dealing with agricultural land in urban 
areas. Of course, it can only arise 
where there is a change of county. The 
moment these urban areas extend their 
boundaries and take in agricultural land, 
the absurdity which I have pointed out 
will continue, that the portion of the 
agricultural grant applicable to county 
charges in respect of agricultural land 
taken into the county borough remains 
payable to the county from which the 
land is taken away. That, I think, is a 
great absurdity, and I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will bear this in 
mind when he comes to consider the 
whole question of agricultural land within 
urban areas. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will con- 
sider those questions. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 40, leave out sub-section 5.” 
—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: The point 

of my Amendment is quite inde- 
pendent of the 12 months, and it 
is to strike out the whole of the sub-sec- 
tion upon a different ground altogether. 
The 12 months was only in case of 
section 28 being put into operation 
within 12 months, but now it stands— 


“Where, by virtue of any order respecting 
the constitution of an urban district, any 
agricultural land in a rural district becomes 
included within the boundaries of that urban 
district.” 


Then it goes on to provide what is to 
be done with the—— 


Toe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: It has just been decided to 
insert the words, “where by virtue of 
any” in this clause, and, therefore, we 
cannot go back upon that. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: My 
Amendment does not question the section 
as amended. The point of my Amend- 
ment is equally good, whether the clause 
is as it originally was or as it is now 
amended, because the point of my objec- 
tion is this: it reads now— 


‘““Where, by virtue of any order respecting 
the constitution of an urban district, any agri- 
cultural land in a _ rural district becomes 
included within the boundaries of that urban 
district, the sum payable out of the agricul- 
tural grant in respect of union and district 
charges raised over such rural district shal! 
be reduced by a sum proportionate to the 
rateable value in the standard financial year 
of that agricultural land, and the amount of 
such reduction shall be accumulated in the Local 
Taxation (Ireland) Account, and be applied 
in such manner as Parliament directs; but 
the amount of agricultural grant payable to 
the council of the county in respect of county- 
at-large charges shall not be diminished.” 


My objection stands good to the sub 
section which I have just read as 
amended, just as it did to the original. 
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Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: The rigit honourable Gentle- 
man has permitted the insertion of the 
words, “where by virtue of any,” and 
they now form part of the sub-section. 
Therefore, he cannot now move to omit 
those words. The Committee have just 
decided to insert those words, and, there- 
fore, he cannot go back upon that. If the 
right honourable Gentleman has any 
other Amendment to move he is entitled 
to move it. 


*Mr. SprvEANtT HEMPHILL: Am I now 
at liberty to move that the sub-section 
as it stands be struck out? 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: No, for tne Committee have 


just decided to retain it. They have 
decided what the words shall be. The 
question now is— 


“That clause 35 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. JOHN DILLON: I want to make 
a few suggestions to the right honourable 
Gentleman. With reference to the Return 
showing the sums estimated to have been 
raised in the standard year, I think that 
in that Return, wherever the Local 
Government Board departs from the sum 
actually raised, there should be a short 
memorandum stating the grounds of it. 
I think it will be only fair that the 
boards ef guardians should know that, 
and there should be some brief explana- 
tion of the grounds on which they have 
departed from the ordinary course. In 
connection with this, the right honour- 
able Gentleman said that in nine cases 
out of ten the sum estimated to be raised 
will be the sum actually raised, and it 
will only be in exceptional cases that a 
departure will be made, but I think 
there should be a short memorandum of 
the difference. That is one of the 
suggestions I have to make. My other 
suggestion is this: there are certain 
unions—of course, I am more particu- 
larly interested in the west of Ireland— 


in which the circumstances may be 
entirely different. Take the case of a 
union with a debt. They may be 


gradually working off this debt, and if 
they strike a higher rate in this particu- 
lar year for the express purpose of work- 
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ing off this debt, I do not think it would 
be fair to take that as the estimated 
expenditure. I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman ought to take into con- 
sideration all these circumstances. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I may 
remind the honourable Member that the 
circumstances he has mentioned will be 
taken into consideration. 


Clause 35 as amended agreed to. 


On Cuavse 36. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 18, line 35, leave out ‘or of a board 
of guardians.’” 


“Page 18, line 37, leave out ‘or board.’” 

“Page 18, line 38, at end, insert— 

‘***The money required to meet the expenses of 
a board of guardians shall be supplied by the 
county council, borough council, or urban 
district council in the proportions in which 
they may be liable for the same upon the pre- 
scribed demand of the board, and shall be 


paid out of the consolidated rate.’”—(Mr. 
Flynn.) 


Mr. FLYNN: The object of my 
Amendment is not so much to alter the 
section as to elucidate it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member’s Amendment will 
have the effect of making boards of 
guardians apply practically for money 
to the urban district council, which would 
be taking it out of the hands of the 
county council. If the honourable Mem- 
ber will look at the last sub-section he 
will sea that his other objections are 
there provided for. Upon these grounds, 
I am not prepared to accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. FLYNN: After that explanation, 
I will not move this Amendment, or the 
two following ones. 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 19, line 28, after ‘amount,’ insert— 


“Provided that in a county borough the 
council may, if they think fit, make one poor 
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rate for the whole financial year, and collect 
the same in equal moieties, one moiety for 
each half-year.”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


Local Government 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: In the 
city of Dublin the object of this 
Amendment has been brought very much 
under my notice, for a very great incon 
venience would arise if they had to alter 
their system, which has continued jo 
work satisfactorily now for a great 
number of years. My Amendment pro- 
vides that they may make one poor rate 
for the whole financial year, if they think 
fit, and that practice has been adopted 
now for a great number of years in the 
city of Dublin. The rate there is struck 
for the whole financial year, but it is 
collected in two instalments—two half- 
yearly instalments. The continuance of 
this system has been very strongly 
urged by the advisers of the corporation, 
and it will involve great additional 
expense if this clause is made to apply to 
Dublin. I do not know whether the 
right honourable Gentleman would like 
to consider it when he brings forward his 
clause about the Collector General. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The only 
difference between the procedure pro- 
posed and the clause as it stands is that 
a county borough may provide for the 
total poor rate by striking one rate, 
instead of making the poor rate twice a 
year. Of course, if the guardians, in 
striking their estimate, required a 
larger amount, the county council would 
have to supply that, I suppose, from the 
borough fund. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: Yes, from 


the borough fund. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
serious objection to the Amendment, and 
if it is a matter pf great convenience 
that it should be added I will accept it. 
We originally provided that sub-section 
on the supposition that the service 
of the half-year was incorrect as applied 
to the guardians. I believe, however, 
that that is not so, and I have no objec- 
tion to the Amendment if it is a matter 
of convenience that the system suggested 
should be followed. 

Mr. Flynn. 


I see no 
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Question put— 


“That the proposed words be added to the 
section.” 


Agreed to. . 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 19, line 31, leave out from the second 
‘and’ to ‘shall’ in line 32.”.—-(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If this 
Amendment is carried the section wilt 
run thus— 


“Such poor rate shall be made either imme- 
diately prior to, or at the beginning of, the 
first six months of the lecal financial year and 
the second six months of that year, and shalt 
be made in respect of the service of such first 
six months or second six months, as the case 
may be.” 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Will not. 
some consequential change be necessary 
if that Amendment is adopted? This 
clause we are now discussing is based or 
the supposition that there shall be two 
poor rates. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think, 
perhaps, that had better be left till the 
Report stage. 


Question put, and agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 19, line 34, leave out from ‘be’ to the 
end of line 37."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 19, line 38, leave out from ‘that’ to 
the end of line 39.°.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
Amendment raises the question as to 
whether the poor rate made to meet 
expenses other than guardians’ expenses. 
should come under the restriction that 
they shall not be retrospective. The 
clause, as it stood, might have been read 
as meaning that the guardians’ expenses 
could in no case be raised by a retrospec- 
tive rate, or as meaning that the pro- 
vision as to a retrospective rate should 
not apply to them. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 5, leave out from ‘period’ to 
‘and,’ in line 7.”"—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
move the Amendment which stands in 
my name. Proceedings against boards of 
guardians, and other local bodies, as 
regards the Statute of Limitations are 
now covered by the ordinary law. When 
you sue a board cf guardians proceedings 
are not barred any more than they are 
against a private individual. But the 
effect of this clause is to provide a new 
Statute of Limitations applying to boards 
of guardians and other public bodies. 
That seems to me to be a most mis- 
chievous proceeding, and, furthermore, 
inatead of doing that in a plain way 
which every lawyer and layman could 
understand, it is done in a curious and 
indirect way, which really throws the 
law in doubt every time you sue a board 
of guardians. If the board of guardians 
owes a man a debt, the same Statute 
of Limitations shall not apply as applies 
in a case where a debt is due by an 
ordinary individual. Why should a man 
be debarred from suing a board of guar- 
dians within the ordinary six years’ 
term? Is there any reason or principle 
for it? Of course, it is introduced here 
in consequence of these complicated pro- 
visions as to what rates are to be retro- 
spective and what rates are not to be 
retrospective. I have very _ little 
sympathy with these restrictions of local 
bodies at all. If money is honestly 
expended by a board of guardians, or by 
a local body of any kind, in discharging 
its duties, I think the fact as to whether 
the money was spent in respect of work 
done, or materials supplied twelve months 
before, or two or three years before, is 
utterly immaterial. What will be the 
state of things which will arise every 
time you sue a board of guardians? We 
will suppose that you sue a board of 
guardians for £500. You supply the 
goods, but delay in sending in your bill, 
and when you do send it in it is not 
within the six months. Forthwith it 
becomes the duty of the court to inquire 
whether or not you have used due dili- 
gence in enforcing your claim; and if 
the court considers that you have failed 
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to use due diligence in forcing the claim 
—in other words, if the court considers 
that yow have given the board indul- 
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gence, your right to sue is barred 
altogether. I cannot conceive on what 


principle the Government advocates such 
a proposal. Any difficulty as to whether 
the matter is retrospective or not ought 
to be finally settled by the judge. If the 
court gives judgment for you, then the 
board ought to pay the money. Apparently 
this clause is full of difficulties, 
because it seems that if you obtain 
judgment. you may go in and take the 
goods and chattels of the board; you 
may seize the furniture that is in the 
workhouse, whether you have used due 
diligence or not. But if you fail to use 
proper diligence, then the local board 
are to be placed in this position: that 
they cannot raise the money out of the 
rate, and they must let you seize their 
goods and sell them in order to realise 
your money. I am entirely at a loss to 
know on what grounds the Government. 
defend this proposition. If the debt is 
lawful, and if judgment is recovered, it 
ought to be in the power of a local body 
to pay that money, no matter how far off 
the liability was incurred. I do not 
know whether this proposal takes. 
cognisance of the payment of a bond. 
Supposing a board of guardians raises 
money on a bond or a mortgage: you 
can at present sue for 20 years on a bond 
or mortgage, and, apparently, the pro- 
posal of the Government is that in that. 
case it is to be the duty of the court to 
see whether or not you have used due 
diligence to sue on your bond, or of 
raising the money under mortgage, and 
if the court thinks you have not, the local 
body is debarred from raising the rate 
to pay it. I think that is a perfectly 
monstrous proposal, and I hope that my 
Amendment will be carried. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman explain, when he is 
answering, what the exact bearing of this 
section is on unions that have for a long 
time past been heavily in debt! 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): I 
think that this clause is an attempt to do 
what is a good thing in a wrong way. I 
venture to differ from my honourable 
and learned Friend in this, and do think 
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that there ought to be a short period for 
action against local authorities. There 
is such a provision in the English Public 
Health Act, and I can see myself no rea- 
son why there should not be a similar 
provision in the Irish Act ; but it is clear 
that this is an attempt to do it in a 
roundabout way, which will cause 
all sorts of difficulty. |The limita- 
tion ought to be a limit of action 
and not of execution. The ques- 
tion as to whether a creditor had taken 
steps against the local authority in 
proper time ought to be determined on 
the occasion when the action is tried, 
and not left to be determined afterwards 
by some other and, perhaps, more expen- 
sive proceeding. A creditor’s advisers 
ought to be able to tell him the law when 
he begins to sue, and not afterwards. I 
think it is quite clear that a mistake has 
been made in this section. What I 
venture to suggest is, that the Govern- 
ment should leave out all the words after 
the word “sum” in line 4, or, perhaps, 
make it “any sum” instead of “a sum,” 
and then leave out the rest of the 
section, and devise some general limita- 
tion as to actions against local bodies. 
On that point I do take somewhat strong 
views that there ought to be a period cf 
limitation, and my opinion is that that 
period of limitation, as against indi- 
viduals ought to be shorter, because 
I think that the more we do ito 


prevent creditors who do not sue 
in a reasonable time taking pro- 
ceedings the better all round. As a 


rule, people who give long credit are not 
philanthropists, and the reason that they 
give it is that they do not want to have 
the details of their debt too deeply 
inquired into. I should, therefore, very 
much like to see the period of limitation 
short in every case, but especially in the 
case of local bodies. I think in their 
case there ought to be the same limita- 
tions as apply to local bodies in England, 
but this clause does not seem to me 
to be the right way of doing it. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The object of this 
section is perfectly plain. It seems desir- 
able that boards of guardians or local 
authorities should let each half-year pro- 
vide for the expenditure of that half- 
year, so that money provided for a par- 
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ticular half-year should not be expended 
on debts incurred many years previous. 
Consequently, we think that in future 
when a debt is incurred it must be paid 
six months after it has been incurred, in 
order to prevent boards of guardians 
and other local anthorities running into 
arrear, and not raising sufficient money 


to meet their liabilities, so as to 
throw upon ratepayers in _ succeed- 
ing years the debts that ought 


to have been borne by ratepayers in past 
years. The judgment can be obtained 
six months after the debt became payable 
subject to one condition, that might bear 
hardly upon creditors occasionally. Jt 
may be that they did use due diligence, 
and yet that they were not able to 
recover the judgment within the six 
months, and for that reason we have pro- 
vided that it shall be competent to the 
court in which the judgment is recovered, 
notwithstanding the lapse of that period 
of six months, to certify that the creditor 
has used all due diligence, and, if the 
court so certifies, the creditor should be 
entitled to recover. The honourable 
Member for the City of Londonderry said 
that he thought it would be a bad law. 
He admitted that it would be desirable 
to have a statute of limitations, but he 
said that it had better be done by a hard 
and fast rule or statute preventing 
anyone recovering a debt after a certain 
period ‘had elapsed. That would be 
wanting in elasticity. It would shut out 
the man who had used due diligence. I 
vant to secure a greater amount of 
elasticity so that those who have used 
diligence, even if they do not get judg- 
ment in six months, shall yet be paid. 
The man who deliberately holds back 
without any excuse or reason, is the man 
who by this provision will not be paid. 
Therefore, instead of having a hard and 
fast rule to disentitle a man who has used 
due diligence, we have provided a rule 
which, while it does not disentitle the 
diligent, certainly does disentitle the 
creditor who is not diligent. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I am 
in favour of the clause as it stands 
rather than the Amendment. My rea- 


son for that is that we must recollect 
that rates will now, or very shortly, be 
very much increased, and the whole 
burden of these rates will fall upon the 
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occupying tenant. I do not think it is 
at all unreasonable that a person who has 
a demand against a board of guardians 
should insert his claim within six months, 
and I think it very desirable that he 
should do so, especially as this section 
provides that, in case of a creditor being 
ill, or for some other reason which might 
possibly allow the six months to elapse, 
and thus work injustice by shuting him 
out altogether, he can submit his reasons 
to the court. I think this section is an 
improvement on the ordinary plea of the 
statute of limitations for six months, 
because it gives the judge before whom 
the case comes a power to say that there 
was good cause for the creditor not 
having brought forward his action within 
the limits of the time; and I would 
further point out that this section is an 
ease to the ratepayer, because he wiil 
be sure that the money spent in the six 
months is for food supplied and work 
done during that period; whereas to 
allow a man to sue under the existing 
statute, at the end of six years, is a great 
hardship on and an unreasonable one 
upon the ratepayers, who may be paying 
for things the benefits of which had been 
received by other persons. Holding as I 
do the opinion that this is an improve- 
ment on the existing law, I am decidedly 
in favour of the clause as it stands. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The right 
honourable Gentleman opposite has made 
as flimsy an argument in defence of this 
proposal as ever I heard. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is the 


same as the English Act. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Then the 
English Act is very bad. This is a clause 
for the encouragement of litigation. 
Limitation is a good thing in its way; 
but whether there ought to be a limita- 
tion of the expense of local bodies or not 
is quite another question. I myself would 
have no objection to a short period of 
limitation, if the same thing were applied 
to private individuals. But I say that 
this clause has all the vices which a pro- 
posal of the kind can have, and has none 
of its advantages. What is the nature of 
the ordinary limitation in an action? It 
is this: that the party knows before he 
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begins the suit whether he is entitled to 


get his judgment or not. If a 
man owes me money, and I allow 
six years to pass without getting 
any acknowledgment, I know that 
judgment will be given against me; but 
in this case, in order to know whether 
I have a right to recover or not, I must 
bring my action—I must litigate—I 
must argue it out before the court, and 
it is only when the court has said, “Oh, 
this debt has been a long time about, and 
I do not think you ought to get your 
judgment,” it is only at the very last 
minute, when all the costs have been 
incurred and the judge has given his de 
cision, that you know whether you have 
a right of action. Is that a satisfactory 
state of things? I think it is an incen- 
tive to litigation. I can quite under- 
stand it if you think it is desirable to 
put a clause into this Bill that no action 
should be brought against a local autho- 
rity unless within three years after the 
cause of action has arisen—or 12 months, 
or what not—but let us know where we 
stand. Let a man know when he begins 
his action whether he is entitled to re 
cover or not. Supposing a man in Cork 
comes to me and says, “The board of 
guardians owes me money; what am I 
to do?” How can I advise him? Is it a 
proper position to put me in? It may 
all, and does all, depend upon who the 
judge is and who the litigant is. One 
judge might think that the proceedings 
had been taken in time, and another 
judge would not. One litigant may be 
obnoxious to the judge, another litigant 
would not. A hundred considerations 
might arise. The ordinary Statute of 
Limitations depends, in the first place, on 
the date when and where the debt 
accrued. It depends, further, on the ques- 
tion whether or not you have any 
acknowledgment of it. Will the right 
honourable Gentleman tell me the mean- 
ing of this clause ?— 


“ Where a person recovers judgment or obtains 
a decree in any court for a sum which origin- 
ally became payable six months or more before 
the said period.” 


Supposing a debt is due to me, and at 
the end of six months I take a promis 
sory note. Does that renew my right? 
And supposing at the cnd of that six 





1587 Local Government 
months I take another promissory 
note. Does that renew my right? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Certainly not. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The right 


honourable Gentleman says certainly 
not. Then, as I understand, it is the 
proper thing always to go back to the 
beginning of the transaction, and there 
you have a series of negotiable instru- 
ments. You may have a bond for your 
debt, and if the board are sued on the 
bond they can say it is true that we 
gave you a bond, but the debt in respect 
of which we gave it was two years ago ; 
therefore we decline to pay it. Is that 
rational! I see that the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for Trinity 
College is here. Does he understand it! 
It seems to me we ought to have one 
equal law, whether fer corporations, for 
local bodies, or for private individuals. 
The Attorney General says that this pro- 
vision is to prevent local bodies throwing 
on future generations debts which they 
have incurred. The answer to that is 
that the ordinary creditor may be trusted 
to sue in time, and recover his debt 
within a reasonable period. To make 
the argument of the right honourable 
Gentleman of any value it would 
involve the necessity of there being a 
sort of conspiracy between the local 
body and the creditor to postpone the 
payment of the debt for an indefinite 
period. Does the right honourable 
Gentleman suggest that the ordinary 
shopkeeper who supplies goods to the 
board of guardians is going to wait to 
sue for his debt! It is impossible. The 
tendency which future ratepayers have 
against that is the tendency of creditors 
to get paid as soon as possible. It is an 
inherent tendency in the nature of credi- 
tors which may be very well relied upon 
to protect the ratepayers. If, out of the 
average creditors, you have an occasional 
one who is not very diligent in suing the 
county council the district council, I 
really do not see that any great hard- 
ship is intlicted upon the locality in an 
odd case oi kind. But. if 
want to provide for such an odd case, pro- 
vide for it by aformal Statute of Limita- 
tions—provide that a man shall not sue 
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for a debt payable by the county council 
unless within three years after the 
original cause of action accrued. Exclude 
whom you will, but, at any rate, let the 
lawyer whom the creditor consults be 
able to answer “Yes” or “No.” Has 
the client got a cause of action or not? 
That is the vice of the right honourable 
Gentleman’s proposal. It compels liti- 
gation before you can find out whether 
or not you are entitled to sue. I do press 
the right honourable Gentleman to con- 
sider the matter. He has said this is in 
the English Act. I am told it is not. 
Perhaps the right honourable Gentleman 
will refer us to the clause of the English 
Act, if it exists. But, English Act or no 
English Act, I want, at any rate, that 
the Statute of Limitations shall take 
that form, so that every nian may know 
what his rights are, and not leave it to 
the discretion of a particular judge as 
to whether he shall recover a debt or 
not. 


Mr. ATKINSON: A three years’ limit 
would leave every one of the vices you 
are anxious to guard against. The 
honourable Member again and again 
asserts that it is entirely absurd to sup- 
pose that a creditor will give three years’ 
credit to the board of guardians. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The average 


creditor. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The point is that 
they have done so. There is hardly a board 
of guardians at this moment in Ireland 
which has not had large debts hanging 
That 
is exactly the sort cf thing we desire to 
guard against. We desire to insist on 
boards of guardians making each half- 
year pay fer the half-year’s debts, and 
we can only effect that by this means, 
and we take a very short limit. By 
taking a short limit, it is possible to 
inflict injustice, and therefore we have 
inserted the provision that if the credi- 
tcr, notwithstanding that the debt has 
cone over six months, shows that he has 
used due diligence in prosecuting is 
claim, he shall net be debarred. I can- 
not conceive any difficulty whatever in 
his not knowing whether he has post- 
poned taking action under circumstances 
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which would disentitle him to get a certi- 
ficate that he has used due diligence. 
There can be no conceivable objection to 
the proposals we make, safeguarded as 
they are. 


Mr. CARSON (Dublin University): I 
understand that the point of the Attor- 
ney General is that the guardians should 
be compelled to pay within six months 
all debts which are properly applicable 
to those six months. If that is the object 
of this section, I do not see that it will 
in the slightest degree be carried out by 
this provision, and I will tell you why. 
This provision only relates to cases where 
judgments are recovered with regard to 
debts six months old. But, supposing a 
creditor recovers his judgment, he can 
have that judgment without enforcing it. 
He can wait one, two, three, four, five, or 
even six years after obtaining his judg- 
ment without levying execution, without 
any consideration for any person at all. 
Really, so far as I can see, the only 
effect of this section will be that every 
creditor will be bound at once to proceed 
and take an action and obtain judgment, 
and then wait as he could wait previous 
to the passing of this section, before he 
proceeds to enforce it. So far as I can 
see, this section will be absolutely nuga- 
tory, and it will only lead, in cases where 
parties are willing to give credit to 
boards of guardians—and it is often very 
necessary to do so—to their obtaining 
judgment against the boards, and their 
leaving their judgments there unexecuted 
as long as they like, thus getting rid of 
the whole question of this statute of limi- 
tation. I must say I do not at all think 
that it is such an easy matter to deter- 
mine beforehand whether a judge will 
hold that due diligence has been shown 
or not. I think it will leave the law in 
a state of great uncertainty. There is 
one other point I think to which I should 
like to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee. When the section enacts that the 
judge is to decide whether due diligence 
has been used, does that affect the en- 
forcing of the claim before or after judg- 
ment has been obtained? Because if it 
only relates to the time before judgment, 
this question of due diligence in enforcing 
the claim may not arise until several 
years after a particular judgment has 
been obtained. I do think it would be 
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much better to enact a reasonable statute 
of limitations which would be applicable 
to all debts. If you like to make an 
exception in the case of public bodies, and 
say, instead of six years, it shall be two, 
there will be no objection to your doing 
so. But it is quite plain to me that 
this section, in the way it is explained 
here, will lead to nothing in the way 
of paying a particular debt out of a par- 
ticular rate every six months. And, 
having regard to the fact that it has been 
usual to give credit in Ireland, in some 
cases necessarily for some time, because 
very often, by reason of excessive distress 
arising, it is only with the greatest diffi- 
culty that the rates can be got in at 
all, I would press upon the Chief Secre- 
tary and the Attorney General that they 
should reconsider this section. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): It 
does appear to me in the interest of 
the ratepayers this is a very necessary 
clause. I do not think that the fact that 
creditors delay a long time before send- 
ing in their bills to local authorities is 
altogether an unmixed blessing. That is 
my experience. I know one instance 
where the attorney to a board of guar- 
dians delayed several years in sending in 
his bill, and when at last he eventually 
delivered it, it was of such dimensions 
that it was only with the greatest of 
difficulty that the board of guardians 
were able to strike a rate sufficiently 
large to meet that charge. I do not 
think these feelings are imaginary at all. 
I think they are very real and solemn, 
and I think it is only right that the 
boards of guardians should be made to 
pay their debts regularly, and conduct 
their business in a business-like and 
straightforward manner, and not have 
bills hanging over from year’s end to 
year’s end in this very unbusiness- 


like way. I think the Govern- 
ment is right in sticking to this 
section. I know one case where I was 


a sufferer, where I had to pay £30 
arrears of back rates on some property 
I acquired, simply because there was no 
provision made for collecting them. I 
am rather instructed to see that the 
lawyers are so anxious to insure that 
there is to be no more work for them- 
selves in this matter. It is a revelation 
to me to see them trying so to deal with 
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this matter as to take out of their own 
hands all work they might have to do. 
They evidently do not want any more 
work in Ireland. I look upon this pro- 
vision with suspicion, and to the non- 
legal mind certainly there is something 
very uncertain in the way in which the 
legal gentlemen are attempting to assist 
it. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): In my 
opinion this is a very important point, 
and I think we should take into account 
the proceedings of the boards of guardians 
in dealing with the accounts. Take, for 
instance, tenders. In inviting tenders 
they still put in a clause that payments 
shall be made quarterly ; when the quar- 
ter when the money is due comes round 
they generally appoint a finance commit- 
tee to consider the bills sent in and to 
investizate the items. That committee 
sits a few days before the board of guar- 
dians meets. Perhaps the contractor has 
not sent his account in at the time 
the finance committee meets, but a day 
or two after, and he is informed that his 
account cannot be considered until the 
next quarter. When the next quarter 
comes the finance committee may not 


have met, and the six months’ limit 
which you put in this Bill is up. Is it 
fair, under those circumstances, that 


the creditor should have no right to 
take proceedings for the recovery of his 
money? I think it would be very hard 
upon him if acreditor were debarred from 


proceeding under circumstances like 
those. The effect of this will be that 


there will be no finance committee ap- 
pointed, and the accounts will not be 
properly checked. There is also the 
possibility of the unions’ accounts being 
overdrawn. I know several cases where, in 
the case of poor unions, that is the fact. 
There is also another possibility: that 
of the rate collector having neglected 
his duties, and not having got the rate 
in in time to pay, and in those cases 
where there is no money, and the account 
at the bank is overdrawn, the creditor is 
to be left without his bill and without 
a right to proceed for the recovery of 
the same. I think that there ought to 


be no hard and fast line in this matter. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think, if any- 


thing were necessary to prove the 
humbug of the contention as to the large 
ratepayers it is this provision. It was 
said that the small ratepayers would 
elect these boards of guardians, and that. 
they would elect men of their own class, 
and now we are told that the boards, 
when elected, are going to be foolish 
enough to delay paying their bills for 
the sake of the large ratepayers. That 
is the suggestion of the Government. 
This has been treated all the way 
through as if it were a question of & 
demand by the boards of guardians. The 
honourable Member for Mid Tyrone 
thinks it will militate against the rates. 
This is a demand, net by the guardians, 
but against the guardians. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: May I be per- 
mitted to say—— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: When I have 
finished, Sir. Now, in my opinion, the 
suggestion of the Government ought to 
be carried cut to its true logical con- 
clusion. I see no objection to the making 
of a six months’ statute of limitation. 
Make it, by all means. What I object 
to is the discretion given to the judge. 
One judge may exercise a discretion 
which is not follewed by another. One 
man may make a claim, ard have it 
allowed, whilst another man, because he 
is of a different religion, or from other 
circumstances, may be refused. Make 
your limitation six months, or, if that 
is found to be unjust, make it 12 months, 
but let us have the law in its entirety ; 
let it be certain, and do not let us be 
dependent upon the will or the discre 
tion of any particular judge. And you 
must remember other interests in Ire 
land will be affected in this matter. In 
this clause there is a stoppage of credit 
in the case of the unions and all local 
bodies. It may be good or bad. I do 
not say that it is bad at all, and I would 
not object to a provision which made it 
impossible for them to have a day’s 
credit. Let us get down to that, but let 
us have a hard and fast line. Let it be 
six years, six months, six weeks, six 
days, or six minutes, but let us know 
what it is. What we object to is that 
when a man consults us as to whether 
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he can recover his debt we cannot 
assist him. You must look up the cir- 
cuit, and if it happens to be that a gene- 
rous and kindly judge is going the cir- 
cuit, you may advise him that he has a 
chance of recovering his money; but 
if it be a canny northern judge who is 
taking the circuit he will allow no 
liberty whatever, and you cannot recover. 
Let us have any limit you please, but 
do not leave it to the discretion of the 
judge. 


Mr. ATKINSON: If I understand 
the objection of the honourable and 


learned Member for Dublin Univer- 
sity, it is that the creditor will 
not be bound to have judgment 
satisfied, and he proposes to sub- 


stitute for the clause a short period of 
limitation; but it is certainly news to 
me that any period of limitation is fixed 
there. The judgment must go on and 
be satisfied, and a judgment under this 
clause would be in the same position as 
any other summons under the statute. 


Mr. CARSON: That is exactly what 
I say. 


Mr. 
taken 


ATKINSON: The _ objection 
by the honourable and learned 
Member North Louth in reference 
to this clause is that it leaves 
some discretion to the judge, which 
enables him to exercise an option, and 
he objects to the discretion being left to 
the judge. I do not know that the pro- 
visions of the English Act would satisfy 
him better, because there the discretion 
is left to the Local Government Board, 
under 22 and 23 Vic., cap. 49. 


for 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does that section 
extend to tue county councils? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No; but it is 
equally important that they should 
endeavour to deal with their payments 
for six months in six months. It will 
enable the boards of guardians to get 
legitimate credit, and will compel them 
to abstain from doing that which they 
ought not to do. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: It appears to 


me that here the limitation is confined 
to action. 


The action must be brought 
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within six months, and you must get 
your judgment in six months. I never 
heard of any provision in any Act where 
you have to adopt a procedure of that, 
kind, or lose your money. There was 
some limitation in the Public Health 
Act, but that was a limitation of action. 
Here you must obtain judgment in six 
months, and if you do not get it you 
must get a certificate that you have exer- 
cised due diligence, and that the reason 
of your not having got it is through no 
fault of your own, but owing to the 
council not being ready, or something of 
that sort. As I read it, it does not 
merely apply to boards of guardians, but 
to county councils and corporations like 
Belfast and Dublin, and I think it is a 
matter which ought to be very carefully 
considered. It would place them in a@ 
great difficulty, in the case of a long- 
running contract, were the payments not 
to be made from day to day. I think 
this matter ought to be reconsidered. 


Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I have endeavoured to follow 
this clause, which I believe to be 
an honest and sincere attempt on 
the part of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to do some injury to the com- 
mon enemy, the creditor, and confer 
some benefit on the common friend, the 
debtor. I cannot understand why the 
Government have thought fit to bring in 
a limit for the benefit of these bodies 
Why should they be treated differently 
from the ordinary debtor? They have put 
down a@ statute of limitation here, which 
does not seem to havea limit. I am not 
sure, as I read’ the clause. that there 
is any period during which the creditor 
is bound to obtain his judgment. The 
judgment is to be one for money, which 
has accrued during a certain period— 
that is to say, the same period as the 
rate ; but I very much doubt whether, by 
this section, any limit is put to the time 
in which you may obtain judgment. The 
intention clearly is that there should be 
a limitation, but I do say the inten- 
tion is not carried out, because it is 
defeated by the creditor getting indul- 
gence if he can show he has exercised 
due diligence, and the point of doubt in 
my mind still remains as to whether there 
is, under those circumstances, any limita- 
tion of the period by this clause. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Our object 
is to secure that the liabilities incurred 
by the boards of guardians within a 
period of six months shall be discharged 
not later than within the succeeding 
period of six months and if the honour- 
able and learned Member’s Amendment 
is carried it will entirely defeat that 
cbject, because the creditor would still 
be able to obtain judgment at any time 
within the Statute of Limitations. There 
are difficulties in the clause as it stands. 
I quite admit that if honourable Mem- 
bers opposite perfer it, we should take 
the exact words of the English Act and 
give the Local Government Board 
discretion as to an extension of time. I 
am quite satisfied, and am prepared to 
consider that between now and the 
Report stage. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I am thank- 
ful to the right honourable Gentleman. 
I now understand him to promise that he 
will reconsider the whole matter. I agree 
with him that, so far as_ possible, 
boards of guardians and county councils 
and all local bodies should discharge their 
debts within a period. I think there is 
something to be said for the principle that 
a debt should be discharged within a 
reasonable period. What I understand 
the right honourable Gentleman to say 
now is that he pledges himself to consider 
the whole matter, and to put upon the 
Paper some liberal concession. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: So long as 
the object of the clause, which is that 
doards cf guardians and county councils 
shall pay their way as they go, and not 
allow debts to be left over for an indefinite 
pericd, is secured, I am perfectly indif- 
ferent as to the precise machinery by 
which it is done ; but it must not be said 
that I am prepared to give up the object 
of the clause altogether. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: TI am quite 
satisfied with the assurance of the right 
henourable Gentleman, and beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 36, as amended, added to the 
Bill. 


{COMMONS} 
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On Cuavse 37. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 20, leave out all after ‘ heredi- 
tament,’ and insert— 

“* But the occupier of a hereditament shall be 
entitled to deduct from his rent an amount in 
the pound equal to one-half of the poor rate 
and county cess in the standard financial 
year.” ”"—(Mr. McKenna.) 


*Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): The 
Amendment which I rise to propose 
does not in any way diminish the total 
grant from the British Exchequer to Ire- 
land. I wish to state this from the out- 
set, because my honourable Friend had 
a certain amount of suspicion as to 
the action of some of us with regard 
to this Bill. Nor does this Amend- 
ment in any way infringe the doc- 
trine laid down by the honourable 
and learned Member for Louth. 
The purpose of the Amendment is very 
simple. There is a certain grant given 
in relief of Irish rates. I propose that 
the whole of that grant shall be paid to 
the tenants, and none of it to the land- 
lords. I do not diminish by one sing's 
farthing the amount of the grant, but 
I do ask the Committee to accept the 
principle that the whole of the amout 
shall go to the relief of the rates now 
paid by the tenants—or where they pay 
nothing it shall go to the relief of their 
rent—and that no part of the grant shall 
be used for the relief of the rates now 
paid by the landlord. The method I 
have pursued is the exact procedure laid 
down in the Bill. Iam quite aware that 
certain consequential Amendments will 
be necessary if this Amendment is 
accepted. I have not yet put them down 
on the Paper, until the principle of the 
Amendment is accepted. I have taken a 
standard case just as is done by the right 
honourable Gentleman in his Bill; the 
standard case I have taken is that of a 
tenant under a tenancy created under the 
Act of 1870—that is to say, » tenanev 
in which a tenant is entitled to 
get half the cess from his lant- 
lord. Taking that as a standard 
case the Amendment, subject to cer- 
tain Amendments in clause 38 and 
in clause 74, will follow the exact proce- 
dure adopted in the Bill, and carry out 
& principle I have asked the House to 
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accept—that the whole of the relief shati 
go to the tenant and none to the land 
lord. The right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland has 
stated that the fiscal arrangements in his 
Bill are essential to the existence of the 
Measure. Thoso arrangements consist of 
two parts. The first part consists of the 
transfer of liabilities for all fluctuations 
in expenditure—for ail increases of ex- 
penditure—from the shoulders of the 
landlords, who now pay part of the rates, 
to the shoulders of the tenants. The 
second part of the fiscal arrangements is 
a grant for the relief of the existing 
burdens. I avree with him that the re- 
sponsibility for the expenditure cught to 
be put upon those who have the votes ; 
wad inasmuch as the occupiers in a 
great measure will have the contrel of the 
policy ci these public authorities, to my 
mind it is most reasonable that the re- 
sponsibility should fall upon those occu- 
piers, or, if they can economise, that the 
benefit of the economy should fall upen 
them. My Amendment does not touch 
that part ef the right honourable Gentle- 
nvements, because all I 
portion of the 
standard rate. <All fluctuations of ex- 
penditure will fall upon the tenant under 
my Amendment, exactly as in the Bill. 
I have, it is true, in the Amendment, 
asked the Committee to accept the prin- 
ciple that the deductions should be made 
from the rent, instead of the procedure in 
the Bill, that the rent should be in- 
creased by the of the deduction 
under clause 74: but we will come to 
that later on. There is a provision for 


inan’s fiscal arra 


proposed to touch is a 


amount 


increasing the rent in certain cases to an 
amount equivalent to the standard rate. 
I propose put it on record that the 
standard rate is in the nature of a rent 
charge, that it should be stereotyped 
once for al an existing burden 
on the land, and that we should recog- 
nise ag a fact that land has been bought 
and sold subject te that burden, and that 
that burden, whatever it may be, ought 
to continue settled in amount. I would 
put it to the Committee that this method 
—which I suggest has this enormous ad- 
vantage, that we once and for all get rid 
of the principle of making the burden on 
land vary with 


( 
t] 





the expenditure—will open 
a way to ourselves for making burdens 


upon land vary with the increase or 
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decrease of the value of land. The pound- 
ago should not iluctuate with expendi- 
ture, but with the value of land. When 
we come to the second part of the right 
honourable Gentleman’s fiscal arrange- 
ments, the only question we have to 
considey is, to whom shall the relief under 
tha proposed grant-in-aid go! The right 
honourable Gentleman the other day 
made it very clear that he did not con- 
sider it desirable that tenants who are 
now in a great state of distress should be 
relieved at the public expense in such a 
manner as ta put champagn2 within 
their resources. I do not wish to raise 
controversial matters; I only wish to 
appeal, in the same way, that he should 
not pass a Measure which will facilitate 
the enjoyment of champagne by the 
landlords. The issue wo have to meet 1s 
a very simple issue. We have to pay ous 
of the British Exchequer at the expense 
of the taxnavers a large sum of money. 
We have to inquire strictly into whose 
pockets that sum of meney shall go. 
Now that we have agreed that we will 
pay, shall we pay that money in the 
relief of the owner’s burden on land, 
shall we pay it in relief of the tenant’s 
rent? That is the very simple issue—an 
issue the answer to which I do not think 
there can be any doubt about. We must 
not forget that the English Act on which 
this part of the Bill is based was intro- 
duced on the ground of the desirability of 
relieving agricultural distress. That was 
the ground—or the occasion, at any rate— 
of the English Ratine Act. The agricul- 
tural distress in Ireland we may take to be 
& permanent factor ; it requires relief far 
more than agricultural distress in Enz. 
land. The persons who are concerned in 
this distress in Ireland are mainly tha 
tenants and not the landlords. I quite 
eareg that the landlords have suffered 
in the matter of reduced rents, but their 
suffering is only a suffering in the re- 
duction of luxuries. That is my view, at 
any rate. Theirs is, after all, a gilded 
poverty. We have had evidence over and 
over again that the suffering of the Irish 
tenant is such av to lead up to actual 
starvation. Tn relieving agricultural 
distress we ought to see that public 
money flows without fail directly inte 
the pockets of those who are sufferiny 
distress, and are cn the point of starva- 
tion, and not into the pockets of those 
whose finances arc merely strained, and 
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whose resources for luxuries are not what. 
they have been in the past. One would 
ask what principle the right honourable 
Gentleman adopted in his Bill—the syste 
oi dividing the relief into two portioas, 
half and half, giving the lion’s half to 
the landlord, what reason is there 
for that division? He cannot show, 
upon his own principle, that the 
burdens have fallen in this propor- 
tion on the different classes of the 
community. Ho has accepted that as a 
convenient division which will grease 
the wheels for the Measure in another 
place. Is that a reason why Members 
who represent Irish constituencies, and 
why we, who ought to safeguard the 
interests of the British taxpayers, should 
accept it? It is said that the burden 
en the land is an unfair burden. A 
burden by any increase of taxation may 
become an unfair burden, but it does 
not in the very least prove that the 
existing burden is unfair. I put 
it to the right honourable Gentle- 


Ireland subject to a rate of 3s. 6d. in 
the pound, I bought it cheaper on ac- 
count oi the existence of this rate. 
It must appear clear to every honour- 
able Member that, at any rate, so far as 
the amount of land that has been recently 
bought is concerned, the burden of the 
rates does not form a burden on the land- 
owner, inasmuch as he has acquired the 
property at a reduced price on account 
of that burden. I would only appeal to 
honourable Members from Ireland on one 
other ground. It has been put forward 
that this Measure is giving to Ireland 
exactly what the English have got under 
the Agricultural Rating Act, and that 
they are, more or less, bound to accept 
this Measure as it stands as a com- 
promise. It has often been pointed out 
that this is a righteous and just 
Measure, because it carries out exactly 
that which the English Act did. 
Now, in one very important par- 
ticular, this Bill does not do what 
the English Act did. Two years ago it 
was thought righteous and just by the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Siroud to fix the Irish equivalent grant 
at £150,000. It is now thought righteous 
and just to fix the equivalent grant at 
upwards of £700,000. Does he propose 
to put the Irish on exactly an equal 
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footing by paying them the arrears 
of the last two years? That is an illus- 
tration of the righteousness and justice 
laid down by the honourable and learned 
Member for the Stroud Division. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS ano 
MEANS: I do not know if this is rele- 
vant to the Amendment. 


*Mr. McKENNA: I was dealing with a 
point raised in the preceding Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is that in order? 


Tne CHAIRMAN or 
MEANS: No. 


WAYS) anv 


*Mr. McKENNA: I wish to make an 
appeal to the right honourable Gentle- 
man to lay before us, if he can, clearly 
and definitely any reason why the Irish 
landlords, as a class, should receive this 
money, why it should not be paid wholly 
and entirely for the benefit of the occu- 
piers of the land, because to these occu- 
piers it is of far greater importance than 
it is to the landlords! I appeal to him 
and to honourable Members for Ireland 
to remember this other point: that, to a 
very large extent, this money, paid tothe 
landlords out of the British Treasury, 
goes into British pockets, being largely 
spent in Great Britain. So far as it is 
paid to occupiers every penny will go to 
Ireland, and will be spent in Ireland. If 
you really and honestly wish to do equal 
justice as between Great Britain end Ire- 
land, I ask the right honourable Gentle 
man to accept this Amendment and pay 
the whole of this money into Irish 
pockets. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Irise to make an 
appeal to honourable Members that they 
will not lend themselves to this waste of 
time. Irish Members have a practical 
interest in this Bill, and have some hope 
that the matters of detail may be suc 
cessfully dealt with, or they will find the 
Twelve o’clock Rule suspended, and will 
be compelled to stay here till two or 
three in the morning in order that full 
justice may be done to speeches of the 
character of that to which we have 
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just listened, delivered for the nine- 
teenth time. We debated this on the 
First Reading, at the Committee stage, 
and yesterday, and, in a way, to- 
day: it is tue old game. I, for my 
part, on other occasions, have taken a 
considerable part in delivering speeches 
of that character. But in regard to the 
Bill everybody agrees that it is desirable 
to rise on Tuesday next, and as there 
is no hope whatever of these speeches 
having any effect upon that clause you 
are simply driving us to sit till two or 
three in the morning, and all through 
academic speeches such as have just been 


delivered. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
will not venture to occupy the time of 
the House a moment with regard to this 
Bill; but it was impossible to sit and 
listen to the speech which has just been 
made, which seeks to place the responsi- 
bility for the length of the Debate 
upon my honourable Friend who sits 
below me, without saying something. 
Surely, if anyone is responsible for the 
time occupied in debating this Bill, it 
is those in charge of it. It is the inca- 
pacity of the Government to deal with 
points of contention. In the last sub- 
ject debated, after something like an hour 
and 20 minutes’ discussion, they per- 
ceived that which any reasonable person 
could have seen at the commencement: 
in 10 minutes an ordinary person could 
have dealt with it. For that the Govern- 
ment was entirely responsible. My 
honourable Friend below me represents 
some English taxpayers, and he rises and 
declares it to be his opinion that if you 
are taking money out of the pocket of 
the English labourer to be paid to the 
people of Ireland it ought to go to the 
poor section of the people of Ireland, and 
not to the rich—not to the men who 
reside in England, in Monte Carlo, or in 
Venice. 

An HoNouRABLE Memper: Or in 
Cromer. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Yes, or in 
Cromer, decidedly. My honourable 
Friend, as an English Member, is per- 
fectly entitled to make this protest, and 
English Members are perfectly entitled 
to support him in making that protest. 
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You are apportioning poor law relief to 
a special industry. There are two sec- 
tions engaged in that industry. One is 
the class tnat takes most of the profits 
and does none of the work; the other 
is the class that gets the least share of 
the profits, takes all the responsibility, 
and does all the work. Surely, that is 
the class that ought to receive this poor 
law relief, if any class receives it. For 
it to be said that my honourable Friend 
has obstructed the Bill, because he makes 
this claim and supports asound principle, 
is a monstrous charge, and I sincerely 
regret that it has ever been made. If 
my honourable Friend, after this attack 
that has been made on him, thinks it 
proper to take the sense of the Com- 
mittee—— 


An HONOURABLE Member: Certainly. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I am delighted 
to hear it ; if he thinks it proper to take 
the sense of the Committee I shall cer- 
tainly have great pleasure in supporting 
him in the Lobby. I may say further, 
that we, who sit and listen and do our 
best to support the claims of the needy 
for assistance, do not think that our sup- 
port will be facilitated by such attacks. 
I do not think the progress of the Bill 
will be facilitated by such a proceeding 
as this. I certainly had no intention 
and no desire to assist in prolonging the 
Debate beyond Tuesday night. Youcan 
finish it on Monday night if you like ; so 
far as I am concerned you can have it 
to-morrow. If delay is caused the charge 
will be at your own doors. Every Mem- 
ber of this House is entitled, by the fact 
of his election, to take any part he thinks 
proper in the discussion of. any Bill, or 
any clause of it, or any subject that may 
be introduced. I sincerely trust my 
honourable Friend will insist upon his 
ful' rights, and that we shall not be 
beaten out of our rights by such pro- 
ceedings as these. I hope the Govern- 
ment will not lend itself to this beating 
down of a man by cheering those who 
oppose him as they have done. I support 
my honourable Friend. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
tcn): If there was one thing the 


Government said when they passed the 
Rating Act for England it was this: that 
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that relief would go to the tenant. My 
honourable Friend proposes that this 
relief should go to the tenant, and now 
the Government do not venture to answer 
the necessary argument he has addressed 
to the Committee. I have always spoken 
in this House on behalf of the working 
farmer, whether it is in Ireland or in 
England, and I shall continue to pursue 
that course. But to tell us, as English 
Members, when we vote this money, that 
we are to have no voice—that we must not 
speak as to its destination—is a proceed- 
ing to which I most strongly object. 
Even at the risk of offending the honour- 
able Member for Louth, {i shall con- 
tinue to do what I have done in regard 
to the Rating Act, and support every 
proposal that will give this money to the 
tenant. Who are the people who ought 
to benefit—the Irish nation or the Irish 
artisans from whom this money will be 
taken? It is the tenant; it is not the 
absentee landlord who lives in England 
or elsewhere. We have the additional 
argument that we are going to relieve the 
landlords of the whole of any future 
increase of rate. If all the future in- 
crease of rate falls upon the tenant, why 
should not the relief go to the tenant, in 
order that he might better bear that 
increase of rating which must fall on him! 
If the Local Government Act is to be a 
success in Ireland—and I defy them to 
apply local government properly unless 
they spend money—that rate will fall 
upon the tenant, and that money should 
be given to the tenant in order to enable 
him to pay the rates. In the arguments 
used by the honourable Member for 
Stroud he said that the Land Act of 1881 
had kept up rents in Ireland. If it has 
kept up rents it is all the more reason 
why tenants should receive relief rather 
than the landlords, who have their rents 
kept up by the Land Act. Another point 
I think is most important to this Amend- 
ment. We in this country were told 
that the Rating Act of 1896 was a rating 
reform—that it rated land at half. We 
know that ; but in Ireland you are going 
to introduce that reform, and you have 
22,000 farmers in Ireland, farming over 
a hundred a year, and they will have to 
bear any increased expenditure that falls 
upon them through any extravagance 
that may take place through the action 
Mr. Lambert. 
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of these county councils and district 
councils. That being so, these large Irish 
tenants, for whom the Government seem 
to have no consideration whatever— 
though they are entitled to as large con- 
sideration as the rich landlords—will 
bear an increase in the rate. Therefore 
they are more entitled to this grant, which 
it is endeavoured to put into their pockets 
by the Amendment of my honourable 
Friend, which I certainly shall support. 


*Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): I beg to 
protest most emphatically against the 
conspiracy of silence between the Govern- 
ment and certain of the Irish Members 
on this Amendment. The only speech 
made in reply has been that of the hon- 
ourable Member for Louth. The leader- 
ship of the honourable and _ learned 
Member for Louth may be satisfactory to 
honourable Members on that side of the 
House, but it is not satisfactory to us. 
This is a question which concerns us 
who represent British constituencies, 
and we desire it threshed out at this 
stage. We have had argument after 
argument put before the Committee, and 
there has not been any answer from the 
Chief Secretary or any Member of the 
Government. That being so, unless the 
right honourable Gentleman replies, I 
think it is the duty of some of us on 
this side of the House to move to report 
Progress. I will do it if nobody else 
will. I beg to move that Progress be 
reported. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I decline to accept 
it. 

*Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE: I am 
surprised at the attitude of the 
Government with respect to honourable 
Members on this side of the House. 
My honourable Friend very fairly 
criticised the action of the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, and I do complain of his 
attempt to monopolise the right of dis- 
cussion to one side of the House. When- 
ever any Member on this side of the 
House, who does not happen to agree 
with the Chief Secretary, ventures to 
make suggestions to the Government, 
the right honourable Gentleman says he 
is trifling with the time of the House, 
and the Government cannot take any 
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notice of his proposal. For one, I protest 
most strongly against that attitude. 
When an Amendment was made on the 
Agricultural Rating Bill for England and 
Wales, an answer was given by the Mem- 
ber of the Government in charge of that 
Bill, and I will say this for the President 
c{ the Local Government Board on that 
occasion, that he treated Members on 
this side of the House with proper 
respect. Will the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland lay down the proposition that no 
one is entitled to make any observations 
on this Bill unless he happens to be an 
Irish Member? We have taken no part 
in the Debate at all so far as it relates 
to the machinery of local government in 
Ireland. We have left that entirely to 
Irish Members, not because we have no 
right to enter into the discussion of local 
subjects, but because we fully recognised 
that that was a matter with which Irish 
Members were more conversant than we 
were. We have not, therefore, so far 
taken any part in the discussion of this 
Bill. We have not discussed it, and I 
will ask honourable Members sitting on 
the other side of the House if 
they seriously countenance the charge 
brought against us by the honourable 
Member for Louth that we have at all 
obstructed this Bill even with regard to 
its financial clauses. In the course of 
two or three hours to-night we have 
already gone through two or three pages 
dealing with the grant of £750,000, and 
anyone conversant with the practice of 
obstruction in this House must have 
come to the conclusion that, however 
impotent the Liberal Party mav have 
been to criticise the action of the Govern- 
ment in other matters, it has not been 
due to the fact that we are not able to 
keep up a discussion for two or three 
hours. I therefore say that we ought to 
have some answer from the Government. 
They are perfectly willing to depute the 
defence of their action in this matter 
to the Member for Louth. Very well ; 
then what is the complaint of the honour- 
able Member for Louth against this pro- 
posal? The proposal is that the money 
once voted should go into the pockets cf 
the Irish tenants and not of the Irish land- 
lords; and what is the answer made to 
that proposition? The only answer is 
that we want to rise on Tuesday next. 
Our action has been called contemptible 
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waste of time; but surely, if there is 
any argument which is contemptible, itis 
such an argument as that because we 
want to rise on Tuesday next we are 
to vote £750,000 a year permanently out 
of the revenue of this country to go into 
the pockets of the Irish ‘landlords. If 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland is pre- 
pared to go to a Division on that, and 
to rest the whole case for this permanent 
charge on the Treasury of this country 
on a defence of that character, I for one 
shall be perfectly satisfied. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): I 
have not troubled the House or the Com- 
mittee with any remarks at any previous 
stage of this Bill, and I should not have 
ventured to rise now except that I wish 
to say that the attitude of Her Majesty’s 
Government—supported as it is by a 
the Members 
opposite—is most unfair to those who sit 
on this side of the House and oppose this 
portion of the Bill. Now, in my view, at 
all events, and that of many other 
Members in this House, the portion of 
the clause we are now dealing with is the 
crucial part of the Bill, and the only 
clause this side of the House cares any- 
thing about. When once you have this 
part of the Bill settled, you may, if you 
like, take the whole Bill to-morrow 
or the next day. I say this is 
the crucial portion of the Bill. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary told us the other day that the 
money to be paid to the landlords was 
what he called a fiscal safexuard which 
was necessary to the introduction of 
local self-government for Ireland ; and he 
told us that this fiscal safeguard was 
associated with the grant of local self- 
government to Ireland. That is the sum 
and substance of the only answer he gave 
when a similar question to that now 
before the Committee was raised on a 
previous occasion in this House. But 
why is the grant of money to the land- 
lords being made an essential part of the 
question of local self-government for 
Ireland? The right honourable Gentle 
man has not explained it; he has not 
defended it. He is bound to explain and 
defend it. He is bound to tell us; but, in 
my hearing, he has not told us as yet 
why it is that this grant of money to 
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the Irish landlords is an essential part 
of the question of local self-government 
for Ireland. Now, Sir, this is the chief 
Bill of the Session, 1 suppose there is 
no denying that. And this, in our 
opinion, is the most important portion of 
the Bill. And yet we have the extra- 
ordinary situation that the Minister in 
charge of the Bill has not even deigned 
to concede the usual and invariable 
courtesy of Members in charge of Bills 
by answering the reasonable expressions 
of objections uttered from this side of the 
House on the subject. Sir, I think that 
is the most extraordinary position I have 
ever known any Government to take up, 
and it will accentuate and deepen the 
disgust with which this proposal is being 
received all over the country. That was 
what the right honourable Gentleman 
said the other day, and since then, on 
the recent occasions that this very pro- 
posal has been before the country, the 
country, so far as it has been consulted, 
has given no uncertain voice; and I say 
that the refusal of the Government now 
to explain what is meant by this proposi- 
tion is deepening the feeling of dissatis- 
faction and disgust which exists in the 
country. 


Local Government 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Sir, it would 
be interesting to know whether the hon- 
ourable and learned Gentleman who has 
just spoken expresses the opinions of those 
who sit on the Front Bench opposite. 
The honourable and learned Gentleman 
did not, I think, hold in the late Govern- 
ment the position of a Cabinet Minister, 
and, so far as I am aware, not a single 
gentleman sitting on that bench, who was 
in the position of a Cabinet Minister, has 
got up and disputed. or opposed the 
central principle of this Bill—not one. I 
should like to know, for instance, 
whether the honourable and learned 
Member for Dundee represents the views 
of the Leader of the Opposition ; I should 
like to know whether he represents the 
views of the right honourable Member 
for Montrose. No, Sir, the honourable 
and learned Gentleman speaks from that 
Front Opposition wench, but he only 
represents a handful of Members of this 
House. It is useless, Sir, for the honour- 
able Member to try to suggest that this 
part of the Bill is opposed by the honour- 
able and right honourable Gentlemen 


Mr. E. Robertson. 
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with whom he generally acts; and it 
should be clearly understood that that is 
not the case. The opposition to the 
financial part of this Bill does not come 
from the responsible Leaders of the 
Opposition. If it does come from 
the respoasible Leaders or the Opposition, 
why are they not here! Sir, the question 
raised by this Amendment. is in alk 
essentials one which has been raised 
many times over. The only difference 
is this: that the honourable Member who. 
moved this Amendment, as I will show 
in a very few words, has raised it in a 
peculiarly absurd form. What is it that 
the honourable Member suggests! He 
suggests that the occupier shall be 
entitled to deduct from the rent an 
amount in the pound equal to one-half 
the poor rate and county cess for the 
financial year. What is it that the 
Government are doing! The Government 
propose to relieve agricultural land of one- 
half the poor rate and one-half the county 
cess, and then the honourable Member 
actually puts on the Paper a proposition 
for deducting from the rent due to the 
landlord the other half. What it comes 
to is this: that at the very moment when 
the Government are proposing to throw 
the power in all matters of local adminis- 
tration into the hands of the occupier, 
the honourable Member takes this 
moment to propose not only to relieve 
him of part of the cess, as we propose, 
but of the rates. 


*Mr. MCKENNA: The right honourable 
Gentleman is most extraordinarily unfair. 
Sir, my Amendment comes after the 
beginning of the clause by which the 
rates are for the first time put upon the 
occupier. I accept those words, and it is 
only as a proviso to that new provision 
which throws upon the occupier a burden 
he had not borne before that I wish to 
allow him to deduct the whole amount 
from the rent. That, under vroper con- 
ditions, is in accordance with the pro- 
visions adopted by the right honourable 
Gentleman himself in clause 74. The 
right honourable Gentleman is wrong 
when he says that this proposal is almost 
identical with one that has been before 
the House or the Committee on a 
previous occasion. It has never been 
before the House, and it ‘has never been 
before the Committee. Every preceding 
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proposition we have had has been to 
reduce the amount of the grant from the 
British Exchequer by one-half, and I 
do appeal to the Committee to see that 
the money paid by British taxpayers 
should be used to relieve the distress of 
the tenants, and not go into the pockets 
of the landlords. 


Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamorgan, Mid) : 
Sir, I have attended the sittings of this 
Committee pretty regularly from the first, 
but I have not up to this moment taken 
any part in the discussion. I do desire, 
however, before we go to a Division, to 
enter a word of protest against the 
conduct of the right honourable Gentle 
man the Chief Secretary, and against the 
remarks of my honourable Friend behind 
me, with whom on most matters we are 
delighted to agree. Sir, a great deal of 
the time of the Committee might have 
been saved if the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary had 
condescended to get up to reply 
to my honourable Friend below me, 
who made a most excellent speech 
in favour of his proposal, and_ it 
is now clearly established to the Com- 
mittee, first of all, that this is not an 
Amendment which has been properly dis- 
cussed before; and, next, that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre 
tary for Ireland has not taken the trouble 
to appreciate the Amendment. Now, Sir, 
I protest against the doctrine apparently 
held by the right honourable Gentleman 
that we upon this side of the House, 
especially if we happen to sit below what 
is called the Gangway, however reason- 
able are the speeches we may make, or 
however reasonable are the proposals 
underlying our Amendments, are not 
even to have the condescension of a reply 
unless some right honourable Gentleman 
on the Front Bench on this side of the 
House asks for it. Now, Sir, we believe 
very strongly in our Leaders, both ex- 
Cabinet Ministers and ex-Ministers who 
have not been in the Cabinet. But the 
doctrine propounded almost for the first 
time to-night by the right honourable 
Gentleman is that unless you are an 
ex-Minister you are not entitled to a 
reply at all; and, indeed, it is very doubt- 
ful whether you are entitled to a reply 
unless you are an ex-Cabinet Minister. 





{17 May 1898} 





(Ireland) Biil. 1610 


Well, Sir, I have never obstructed busi- 
ness in this House, and I am not going 
to discuss this Amendment now, because 
it has been replied to by the right 
honourable Gentleman. But I should 
advise him, in the interests of this Bill, 
not to accept as a leader my honourable 
and learned Friend behind me; and I 
would also advise my honourable and 
learned Friend behind me not to arrogate 
to himself the Leadership, not only of the 
Government, but of this House, in this 
matter, if he wants this Bill to be carried 
through. He had better allow English 
Members. and other Members from 
the United Kingdom, who are vitally 
interested in this matter, and whose con- 
stituents are vitally interested in it, 
without any lecturing on his part, to 
take a reasonable part in these dis 
cussions. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicester, Harborough) : 
Sir, I do not intend to speak very long, 
but I do wish to enter my protest against 
being lectured by the honourable and 
learned Member for Louth, because, 
having conscientiously taken an objec- 
tion to this money being paid under this 
Bill into the pockets of the Irish land- 
lords, we have raised a protest. I listened 
to the speech of the honourable Member 
for Louth, and his anxiety to close this 
discussion at once led me to believe that 
he was rather afraid of what the resuit 
of the discussion might be. I think there 
is a great deal of truth in my impression, 
because I feel sure that the honourable 
Member’s supporters in Ireland will fail 
to understand his action in this matter. 
What is the proposal before the Com- 
mittee? The proposal before the Com- 
mittee is, Sir, that this large sum of 
money, which is to be found principally, 
not only by the poor people in England 
and in Scotland and in Wales, but also 
by the poor people in Ireland, who will 
have to pay their share of it—that this 
money which is to be found, as I say, 
by the poorest portions of the community 
in England and Ireland, because the 
poorer a man is in these countries the 
larger is the share of the taxation he 
pays in proportion to his income—is to 
be paid over direct to the landlords of 
Ireland. My honourable Friend the 
mover of this Amendment simply asks 
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that the money proposed to be given to 
the landlords should be paid to the 
poorest people in the world, the Irish 
peasantry. I need only say this, that, 
aiter the few years that I have been in 
this House, I am certain that I am not | 
exaggerating when I say that honourable 
Members opposite, whenever they held 
as strong cbjections as we do to the pro- 
position before the Committee, would not | 
have been satisfied with making one or 
two speeches as we have done, but would 
have kept this Committee sitting for days 
and days whilst they were protesting 
against what they considered to 
unjust. Speaking for myself, I believe 
his to be ene of the most unjust pro- 
posals ever made in the British House of 
Commons. If I followed the example set 
us over and again to-night by 
right honourable Gentlemen and by 
honourable Gentlemen opposite, I should 
take up time of the Committee in 
explaining the kind of people to whom 
this money is to given. Who 
answerable for the condition of Ireland? 
The Irish landlord. And what does this 
clause propose to do, Sir! It proposes 
to shift from the shoulders of the Irish 
landlords the first charge upon any land 
which is for the maintenance of the poor 
people. If there is any such charge, it 
should be maintained for ever upon the 
land. Jt is that charge which provides 
for the maintenance of the poor people 
and, Sir, Iam speaking now on behalf « 


be 


over 


1 
the 


be is 


f 


the poorest community in the world, the 
Irish peasantry. That they are in the | 


in which they at the | 
is largely due to the 


The fact is written 


condition 
present 


landlords of Ireland. 


are 
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Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manrch.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

sarry, Rt HnA HSmith-(Hunts) | 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 


Barton, 


RPoscawen, 


Bowles, T. 


Mr. Logan, 
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llarge and plain upon the history of this 


country. They ‘have depopulated the 
country, until to-day it can be said of 


| Ireland, what cannot be said of any other 


Bartley, George C. 
Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hn. Sir M.H.(Brist’]) 
seckett, Ernest William | 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Arthur Griffith- 
3owles, Major H. F. (Mdsx.) 
G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Bucknill, Thos. Townsend 


country in the civilised world—namely, 
that the population has greatly decreased 
and is decreasing. “France!” says an 


honourable Member, but in France the 


population is stationary, because the 
people are well-to-do. But, Sir, the con- 
dition of Ireland is a disgrace to this 
country. The Irish landlords are mainly 
responsible for that, and it is on that 
account that I for one shall protest to 
the end against this money being paid 
over to them. The Amendment of my 
henourable Friend suggests that if this 
money is to be sent to Ireland it should 
be sent to relieve the necessities of the 
poorest people there. Sir, in the name 
of the poor people who have sent me 
here, who will contribute a much larger 
share in proportion to their income than 
the share of the honourable Member on 
the other side who interrupts me—on 
behalf of those poor people I protest 





against either the Governiient or the 
Irish Members suggesting that we 
have no right in this House to pro- 
test against this iniquitous  squan- 


of the in 


this country, and loading 


dering taxpayers’ money 


the shoulders 
of the poorest people in this country with 


taxation which, in days to come, they 


will find it exceedinely difficult to bear. 


Question put 
The Committee divided:—Ayes 78; 
Noes 251.—(Division List No. 103.) 
2 f ; Bullard, Sir Harry 


Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carew, James Laurence 

|} Carvill, Patrick (+. Hamilton 
| Cavendish, R. F. (Lanes, N.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
} Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain. Rt. Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


John 
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Chelsea, Viscount 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. EF. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collery, Bernard 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. EK. H. Athole 
Commins, Andrew 

Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thos. B. (Vonegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn FE. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hv. SirJ.( Mane.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 

Forster, Herry William 

Fry, Lewis 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Gile s, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John 
Godson, Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorden, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John EF 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. 


Akers- 


Saunders 


(Sussex) 


Lord G. 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
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Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) | 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 





Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John | 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont,Mj-Gn.(Ant’m.N.) | 
McCalmont.Col. J. (Ant’m,E.) | 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McKillop, James | 
Manners, Lord Edward W. J. | 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville. Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M, 
Mildmay, Francis Bmgham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philin 
Monk, Charlies James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal!) 
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O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pender, James 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, indward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charies T. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘T. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot. Lerd E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wynanam, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Allen, Wm. (Newe.-under-L.) 
Bayley, ‘Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dollng 
Brigg, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, ‘Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Clark, Dr. G. 8. (Caitiness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Condon, ‘ihcmas Joseph 
Crombie, John Wiliiam 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doughty, George 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, T. E. (Merionethsh.) 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Holburn, J. G. 
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Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Capt. C. W. 

Owen, Thomas 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
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Price, Robert John 
Reid, Sir Robert T. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee} 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’ld) 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. McKenna and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 








Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 25, after ‘rate,’ insert— 
“Except so much thereof as is vaised as 
@ separate item in respect of the excluded 
charges hereinafter mentioned.”—( Mr. Hemp- 
hill.) 

*Mr. ServeEant HEMPHILL: Mr. Low- 
ther, the Amendment which I now beg 
to move appears to me to be a 
very important one. It involves a 
different principle from that on which 
the Committee has just divided, and I 
may at once say that in moving this 
Amendment I speak only for myself. I 
was not a Cabinet Minister in the late 
Government, and I do not understand 
that there is in this House any distince- 
tion between Cabinet Ministers and ex- 
Cabinet Ministers. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I must ask the honourable 
Member to confine himself to the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I was just 
coming back to the point. If my Amend- 
ment is agreed to the clause will read— 


“The occupier of a hereditament shall not 
be entitled to ceduct from his rent any part 
of the poor rate, except so much thereof as is 
raised as a separate item in respect of the 


excluded charges hereinafter 1entioned, and 
any contract to the contrary respecting such 
deduction shall be void,” ete. 


Now that, of course, does not at all 
trench on the principle which the Com- 
mittee have adopted. They have adopted 
this principle, that the tenant is not 
entitled to deduct any portion of the 
rate in respect of such of that rate on 
the agricultural land as in covered by 
the agricultural grant in this Bill; but 
you are aware, Mr. Lowther, that under 
Section 40 there are a very great 
number of charges excluded, which will 
not be covered at all by the agricultural 
erant. Those charges are the expenses 
in relation to additional constabulary, 
which in some counties amounts to a very 
serious sum. A large grant is made 
from the Consolidated Fund to pay for 





the constabulary of Ireland generally ; 
but where in certain counties, from the 
condition of the counties, additional con- 
| stabulary is necessary beyond a certain 
| limit, that is provided for out of the county 
| rate, but is not covered by the agricul- 
|tural grant. Another charge not covered 
| by the agricultural grant is compensa- 
| tion for criminal injuries—for all the 
| malicious injuries to property, such as 
‘the burning of haystacks, houses, etc., 
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that may occur in bad times in various 
parts of the country, and will, no doubt, 
amount to a very heavy item. Besides 
that, in section 41, the Bill provides that 
in estimating the sums raised by poor 
rate and county cess, and in estimating 
the standard rate the Local Government 
Board, on the Report of the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation, shall exclude such 
amount as they determine is to be taken 
as having been raised during the stan- 
dard financial year for the purpose of any 
railway, tramway, harbour, pier, quay, or 
for any charge in connection with any 
work under the Relief of Distress (Ire- 
land) Act, 1880, or any navigation or 
public health charge. Now the amount 
so excluded will come to a very consider- 
able sum, and will be in no way covered 
by the agricultural grant. The tenant 
will, unless my Amendment is carried, 
have to pay the whole of the burden in 
respect of these excluded charges. That 
is the way I read the clause. It says— 
“The poor rate shall be made upon the 
occupier, and not the landlord of a heredita- 
ment . . . The occupier of a hereditament 
shall not be entitled to deduct from his rent 
any part of the poor rate.” 
The poor rate covers these excluded 
charges as well as the other charges, and 
I should like to know on what principle 
the old law, under which the rate was 
borne hand in hand by the landlord and 
the tenant, is not allowed to continue. 
Putting the burden entirely upon the 
tenant will, in my opinion, lead to such 
astate of things that I confess I approach 
this Bill with fear and trembling, because 
I apprehend that the increased burden 
which the struggling ratepayer of Ireland 
will have to bear as the general effect 
of this Bill, and more particularly of 
this clause, will be far greater and far 
heavier than any Member of this Com- 
mitteo appears to me to have at all 
realised. I beg to move my Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Mr. Low- 
ther, I think there are two matters which 
have escaped the notice of the honour- 
able Member. The first is that most of 
these charges are borne by the tenants 
already, and the second is that, so far as 
existing tenancies are concerned, section 
74, sub-section (a), provides that— 


“Where the occupier is entitled to deduct 
from his rent one-half of the county cess, the 
rent shall be redced by half the appropriate 
standard amount.” 


{17 Mar 1898} 
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If he will turn to page 46 of the Bill, 
section 74, he will see that the clause 
provides that— 


“ An occupier of any holding under an exist- 

ing tenancy shall, until the tenaney is deter- 
mined, or a new statutory term in the tenancy 
begins, be entitled, notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of this Act, to deduct from his rent the 
like proportion of any sum paid by him for 
poor rate, on account of any railway, harbour, 
navigation, or public health charge, as he 
would have been entitled to deduct from his 
rent on account of any cess or rate to meet 
the charge, if the provisions of this Aet with 
reference to the deduction of poor rate from 
his rent had not been enacted, and in the cass 
of existing charges, as if the charge had con- 
tinued to be raised by the same cess or rate 
as previously.” 
Until the tenancy is determined, 
therefore, and a new rent fixed, 
the tenant is not affected. As 
regards rent fixed in the future there is 
a provision in section 41, sub-section 3, 
to the following effect— 


“The provisions of this Act, with reference 
to the fixing of fair rents, shall not apply in 
the case of any item of the poor rate under 
this section.” 


In other words, although the tenant will 
have to pay the poor rate raised under 
that section, the amount he will have to 
pay has to be taken into consideration 
by the Land Commission in fixing 
the rent. 


Question put. 


Amendment negatived without a Divi- 
sion, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 28, at end, add— 

“Provided that this section shall not apply 
to any city, borough, or town as defined ir 
this Act.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Mr. DILLON said the Amendment 
had for its object to secure that 
the change in the _ incidence of 
rating proposed by the clause—namely, 
that the entire burden of the poor rate 
should be borne by the occupier—should 
be confined to rural districts and not 
applied to any city, borough, or town. 
It was the custom in the towns and cities 
of Ireland for half the rates to be paid by 
the landlord ; but if the Bill passed in its 
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present form, the whole of the burden 
of any increase of the rates would fall 
upon the occupier, in spite of the fact 
that that was not a condition of his 
contract of tenancy. That was his first 
complaint, and he could not understand 
how the Government could defend that 
provision of the Bill. In addition to 
that, he strongly objected to the Govern- 
ment using this Bill for the purpose of 
overturning and completely revolution- 
ising the whole system of rating in towns 
in IJreland, and especially at a time 
when a Royal Commission was sitting 
to investigate the question of rating. 
He was strongly opposed to the system 
of throwing the whole of the burden of 
the rates on the occupier. The inci- 
dence of rating should be left as at pre- 
sent until the Royal Commission had 
reported. 


Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean): Some of us had intended 
on the to raise the question 
which has been raised by the honourable 
Member on this Amendment. But, Sir, 
as the honourable Member has stated, 


clause 


it may be more convenient to mention it 
on the Amendment than on the clause 
itself. 


time the principle of the division of 


The clause gives up for the first 


rates in Ireland between owner and occu- 
pier. It has been the policy not only 
of the Liberal Party for as long as I 
can remember, but also of the Conser- 
vative Party, as I understand it, on several 
occasions to look forward to the day 
when the rates in England would be 
divided between owners and occupiers. 
On one occasion, when I made that state- 
ment in the House on behalf of the 
Liberal Party, it was accepted by the 
Conservative Party, who stated that, 
although the manner in which it was 
carried out would have to be very care- 
fully watched, they saw no objection to 
the general principle of the division of 
rates. It exists in Scotland in some 
degree ; it exists in Ireland in a different 
degree ; but it does not exist in England. 
{ am quite sure that the right honour- 
able Gentleman who has charge of this 
Bill must know that the policy of the 
Local Government Board, under both 
Parties in the State, has always been in 
favour of the principle of the division of 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS } 
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rates in England, but in this clause we 
are giving up that principle. We can- 
not look upon this as an Irish question 
only. We are, I am afraid, parting with 
the chance in the future of dividing the 
rate in England between owner and occu- 
pier. This is not a matter which ought 
to pass without notice or remark in this 
House, especially when so great a change 
is being proposed. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I illustrate 
the hardship which this clause will bring 
about by giving my own case? I have 
a modest house in Dublin, the whole of 
the rates of which I contracted with the 
landlord that he should pay. The custom, 
so far as Dublin is concerned, is that 
the interior of the house should be main- 
tained by the tenant, and the exterior 
by the landlord; but, in return for the 
landlord paying the whole of the rates, 
I undertook to keep up and maintain 
not only the interior but the exterior 
of the house. If this clause passes the 
landlord will be no longer bound to pay 
the entire rates, but I shall be compelled 
by my lease to repair the exterior as 
well as the interior of the house. What 
do I get in return? Absolutely nothing. 
There, for the first time, there is a 
violent invasion of non-agricultural con- 
tracts, and the invasion is without any 
pretence of necessity. I understand that 
many honourable Members of the Govern- 
ment, including Lord Salisbury, are 
owners of house property in London. I 
put the question to them, either in their 
capacity of landlords or of tenants, “ How 
would they like it if Parliament stepped 
in and made a provision in regard to rates 
such as is here proposed?” What makes 
this matter the more serious is the mys- 
terious and mystic way in which this 
thing is done by clause 74 cf the Bill. 
I venture to say there is not a layman 
in this House, and not half-a-dozen 
lawyers, who would understand clause 
74, so mysteriously has the draftsman 
wrapped it up. It really is an attempt, 
if I may use a vulgar expression, to 
“blindfold the devil in the dark.” Here 
is clause 74, sub-secticn 3, and I put 
it to any man in this House if it has 
any meaning— 


“A person entitled, whether by law or con- 
tract, to deduct a sum from his rent, shall be 
deemed entitled to deduct within the meaning 








on- 


ing 
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of this section ; and where a person under the 
law existing at the time of his contract vi 
tenancy, or under his contract of tenancy, is 
not liable to any cess or rate, he shall be in 
the same position under this section as if he 
were entitled to deduct the whole of that ces3 
or rate from his rent.” 


It is playing with us, it is playing with 
lesislation, to bring in a proviso, and pre- 
tend that, of the 670 Members of Parlia- 
ment, anybody can understand it, except 
two or three Members of the Government 
Front Bench, and two or three others. 
How can the effect of this section be 
ascertained? By turning to section 2, 
which says that— 


“Where the occupier is entitled to deduct 
from his rent a sum less than one-half of the 
county cess or of the poor rate, as the case 
may be, the foregoing provisions shall apply, 
with the exception that a sum, _ bearing 
such proportion to half the appropriate stan- 
dard amount as the amount he was entitled 
to deduct bore to half the county cess or 
poor rate, shall be substituted for a sum equal 
to half the appropriate standard amount.” 


Consequently, when you come to sub- 
section 3, you must read it in this way— 

“A person entitled, whether by law or 
contract, to deduct a sum from his rent, shall 


be entitled to deduct, not within the meaning 
of this section, but half the standard amount.” 


When we assented to the Government’s 
proposal, we assented to it only as re- 
gards agricultural land; we made no 
condition that we should be bound in 
the case of town houses, because we were 
dealing with conditions which had rela- 
tion to agricultural land only. The 
answer to us is that the Government is 
reducing the franchise in the city of 
Dublin. Yes; but I passed a Bill in 
tnis House, five years ago, reducing the 
franchise all over Ireland, and is it not 
monstrous that the Government should 
bring in a Bill, and, with regard to 
Dublin and some other cities, say, “Oh, 
in regard to these cities, we will make 
this vital change in the incidence of taxa- 
tion also”? But the Government have 
another answer. They say, “It is true 
you will be liable, but only if the rates 
go up: if the rates go down, you will 
be entitled to deduct from rent the appro- 
priate standard amount.” Really, it is 
foolish to give an answer like that when 
everybody knows the rates have in- 
creased, and will increase. To give us 


{17 May 1898} 
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that cold comfort is only trifling with 


the time of the House. I am glad we 
have had in this matter the support of 
the honourable Member for the Forest of 
Dean. Our compact with the Govern- 
ment was solely confined to agricultural 
land: we made no suggestion, express 
or implied, with regard to tenancies im 
towns, and I repeat it is monstrous that 
we should be asked to pay this price for 
an extension of the franchise. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The pro- 
posal of the Bill is one 
I admit, requires careful 
tion by the Committee. The hon- 
ourable Member for Louth has re- 
ferred to what he called an agreement 
come to as regards the incidence of rates 
in agricultural districts not applying to 
towns, but the object of the Government 
in introducing these provisions has been 
simply to give to towns all over Ireland 
a very wide and extended franchise, and 
we considered that it was desirable to 
provide in the circumstances some kind 
of safeguard that the rates should not 
be unduly run up by the new electors. 


. Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
fast have the franchise. 


which, 
considera- 


Derry and Bel- 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes; but 
if we studied every peculiarity of every 
locality it would be impossible to arrive 
at the general principles of the Bill The 
course we have adopted seemed to us 
preferable to introducing the principle of 
minority representation; but when the 
tenancy has come to an end, and a new 
contract entered into, there will be no 
very serious hardship, as the tenant will 
be allowed a reduction which will depend 
upon the rate of the standard year. 


Mr. DILLON : I wish to know 
why the ground landlords of Dublin 
should be more protected than the ground 
landlords of London? 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
appears to think that, because trouble 
exists in the rural districts of Ireland, he 
is entitled to give some protection to the 
landlords of house property in Dublin, 
Cork, and other cities, which he never 
dreams of extending to landlords simi- 
larly situated in English towns. But 


The right honour- 
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there is a stronger argument; for, in 
spite of the obstruction of the House of 
Lords, the franchise was lowered in Derry 
and Belfast; and these cities at present 
enjoy the same franchise, practically 
speaking, that you are now giving to all 
other districts in Ireland. I do not 
admit the proposition of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland that there is no mischief 
done where tenancies expire and new con- 
tracts are entered into, because you are 
setting free the landlords from all lia- 
bility. In this, I think you are doing a 
great wrong. They ought to bear a fair 
share of liability—I should say the whole 
of the expense which, in a great measure, 
is really for the permanent improvement 
of their property. It is a monstrous pro- 
position that any increase on the rates 
should, in these circumstances, be thrown 
upon the shoulders of the occupiers 
during the currency of the tenancy. When 
we see the landlord being thus set free 
from the burden he has contracted to 
bear, we recognise that we are face to 
face with a monstrous injustice for which 
there has been not a single shred of reason 
given by the Government. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: I should like 
te point out that we have division of 
rates in Scotland. This principle was 
introduced by the present Conservative 
Government, and was agreed to by the 
Liberal party. But here we are sweeping 
away the whole principl—— 


Mr. DILLON: For no reason. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: For no rea- 


son, so far as the towns are concerned. 
I appeal to the right honourable Gentle- 
mar the First Lord of the Treasury. to 
reconsider the proposals of the Govern- 
ment, and to retain some shred of the 
principle of the division of rates in Ire- 
land in order that we may some day have 

_ the opportunity of applying it to Eng- 
land. The reason given by the Govern- 
ment for their proposal seems to me to 
be no reason at all. 

Mr. FLYNN: I should like to point 
out that the first sub-section of this 
clause excludes the very people from 
whom the increase of rates is supposed 
to come. The first sub-section of clause 
37 says— 


Local Government 


“The poor rate shall be made upon the occu- 
pier, and not the landlord of a hereditament, 


Mr. Dillon. 
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except where under section four of the Poor 
Relief (Ireland) Act, 1843, it is made on the 
landlord as the immediate lessor of a house let 
in separate apartments or lodgings.” 


Of course it is those who have separate 
apartments and iodgings who will form 
the bulk of the new franchise. The pro- 
posal of the Government is not only re- 
actionary and indefensible, but it is 
absurd, and we ought to have some more 
reasonable explanation from the Govern- 
ment than has yet been given. 


Mr. JAMES CALDWELL (Mid. 
Lanark): I desire to remind the First 
Lord of the Treasury of the discussion 
which took place upon the English 
Rating Bill, when the question of the 
division of rates was raised. On that 
vecasion the question of the equal divi- 
sion of rates was raised, and the right 
honourable Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury said the principle was 
accepted, and there was no dispute 
regarding it. The Debate did not take 
any lengthened form in consequence of 
that declaration of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury is, no doubt, aware that the whole 
tendency of modern legislation, whether 
by Liberal Government or Conservative 
Government, has been in recognition of 
the principle of equal division of ratings. 
I do not know how far the right honour- 
able Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury will feel justified in proceeding 
in this matter, but I think we have 
shown sufficient reason why this question 
should be seriously considered before 
the Report stage is reached. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would appeal 
to the Government for some answer to 
the questions we have raised. For the 
sake of three or four towns, in regard 
to the extension of whose franchise there 
is absolutely no controversy, the whole of 
the law as between landlord and tenant 
is to be broken up. This is an anti-Con- 
servative and revolutionary proposal, and 
it will come home to roost against the 
Conservative Party; it is, indeed, 
revolutionary as to be absolutely unin- 
telligible. It cannot be defended at all. 
Belfast and Derry have the franchise, 
and why should the citizens of these two 
towns have contract protection because 
the franchise is being extended to the 
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rest of Ireland? This is not a Party or 
sectional matter, and yet the Govern- 
ment are rudely closing the door against 
us in this way. Weare not blaming the 
Government. There were various courses 
open to them, and they have considered 
the question under various aspects, some 
of which were not present to our mind. 
But when we point out objections to 
them the least we can expect is that our 
arguments should receive some attention. 


Local Government 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I should not hesitate to accept the 
suggestion thrown out by the honour- 
able Member for Louth to consider this 
question between now and the Report 
stage, if it were not that this kind ef 
pledge is rathor apt to be pressed too 
far. I quite admit that this is a difficult 
point. The argument of Scotland has 
been brought forward by several other 
honourable Members, and the honourable 
Member for Mid Lanark has ‘referred to 
a speech of mine on that point. I do 
not remember the speech myself, but, 
of course, the whole framework of the 
Bill indicates that in several aspects we 
do not consider the case of Ireland pre- 
cisely parallel to that of Scotland; and, 
therefore, I do not think the analogy of 
Scotland ought to be pressed too far. 
We shall give this matter our serious 
consideration, but I hope that pledge will 
not be unduly stretched should it un- 
fortunately turn out that, in our judg- 
ment, our first thoughta were, after all, 
our best thoughts. 


Mr. DILLON After the state- 
ment of the right honourable Gentie- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury I 
am disposed to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. I do not think we ought, without 
sufficient reason, to be called upon to 
give up our old custom of dividing the 
rated between the owner and the occu- 
pier. That is a principle to which I am 
very much attached, and, therefore, I 
wish the First Lord of the Treasury to 
keep that in mind when considering the 
Question. I am not prepared to go to a 
Division, seeing that the First Lord of 
the Treasury has promised to give the 
matter careful consideration. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


{17 May 1898 } 
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Upon the return of the CrarrMan, 
after the usual interval, 


Amendment proposed— 


“To omit the whole of clause 37.”"—(Mr. 
Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I propose now 
to move the omission of the whole of 
this clause, and I shall do my very utmost 
to steer clear of the discussions that we 
have already had upon the question of 
finance, and confine myself to the pro- 
posals embodied in this particular 
clause. I admit that it is rather diffi- 
cult to do so because it is so much 
interwoven with things which have 
preceded it. But, as I understand the pre 
sent law, it is different in this clause to 
the law in England, but there is a similar 
law in Scotland. The poor rate, as I 
understand it in Ireland, is-—— 


Mr. CALDWELL: I beg leave to call 
your attention, Mr. Lowther, to the fact 
that there are not 40 Members present. 


[After a count, 40 Members being pre- 
sent, the honourable Member resumed. ] 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: When I was 
interrupted I was saying that, as I 
understand the Poor Law in Ireland, 
the tenant pays only half and the 
landlord pays the other half. With 
regard to county cess, as I understand 
it, the whole of it is paid by the tenant. 
Now, it is proposed by this Bill to alter 
this, and it will be a revolution in two 
or three respects. The first alteration 
is this: that the half, gauged upon the 
basis of what is known as the standard 
year, is to be borne by the State. Not 
only this, but any increase for the future 
in the poor rate is to be borne exclu- 
sively by the tenant. Now those are 
two very revolutionary proposals, and I 
think we are entitled to call attention 
to them because the money is to be found 
out of Imperial sources, and I think, 
therefore, that we are at any rate entitled 
to say that we are no parties to any 
bargain of that kind. That is how the 
Bill proposes to deal with the matter. 
There is a third proposal in the Bill, 
which I think is a very extraordinary 
one. It proposes not merely that the 
whole of the present burden of the poor 
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rate borne by the landlord shall in future 
be discharged by the State, it not only 
proposes that in future increases in the 
poor rate shall be borne by the tenant, 
but it goes to the extent of providing 
that in any contract altering the present 
arrangement between landlord and 
tenant, the landlord is to be treated as 
a person who requires protection at the 
hand of the State. Hitherto the tenant 
is not to be a free agent. Now, that is 
a complete change. It is a new prin- 
ciple introduced into this clause which 
is not embodied in any legislation intro- 
duced in this House either by a Con- 
servative or a Liberal Government. 
This law says that no contract which the 
landlord enters into with his tenant— 
although it may form part of an equit- 
able bargain—no contract of that kind 
is to be treated as valid. Now these are 
three very important changes in the law, 
and I think we are entitled to raise some 
objection to them on these grounds: 
In the first place, Mr. Lowther, because 
it is a breach of the principle laid down 
by the Government of identity of treat- 
ment. Now, we have heard a good deal 
about identity of treatment. That is a 
point which the Chief Secretary has, 
time after time, defended, but I observe 
in the criticisms on these financial pro- 
posals the principle of identity of treat- 
ment has gradually broken down. I 
am glad that my honourable Friend 
opposite is agreed upon that point, 
because it is really a very important 
point. It has broken down completely 
in regard to a very important matter 
which I simply alluded to in order to 
show how the Government have departed 
from the principle of identity of treat- 
ment. It has broken down with regard 
to the permanency of the grant which 
has tainted the whole of the operation 
of the Act. Now, with regard to this 
particular clause, it has broken down in 
two or three very material respects. 
With regard to Scotland, there all the 
rates are supposed to be divided between 
the landlord and the tenant. In Scot- 
land, if the rates were paid by the State, 
and there was any increase for the future 
in the rateability of a district, or in the 
rating of a district, it was to be borne 
equally between the landlord and the 
tenant. Both had an equal share in 
the administration, and equal responsi- 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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bility in the increase or decrease of the 
rates. Consequently the Government 
very naturally and reasonably said “if 
there is going to be an increase in the 
rates you must divide the responsibility, 
as you are jointly responsible. There- 
fore, we offer no inducements to any 
class to encourage the community to 
incur reckless and needless expenditure.” 
That is a perfectly fair proposal. There 
was no class legislation as far as that 
was concerned, but it was holding the 
balance even between one class and 
another. What is the case in England? 
Why, the whole burden of the poor rate 
is borne by the occupier, nominally and 
ostensibly, as the President of the Local 
Government Board reminded us some 
years ago, when he had to support a 
proposal rather different to this in this 
House. He said that the ultimate bur- 
den of the pwor rate falls upon the 
shoulders of the landlord. That is no 
doubt true in the long run, but, still, 
whether it falls upon the shoulders of 
the landlord or tenant, or, to some extent, 
falls pretty evenly upon both, at any 
rate, the Government did not propose 
to make any justification as far as the 
future was concerned, far as the 
operation of the agricultural grant in 
England was concerned. If there was an 
increase, whoever the burden ultimately 
fell upon, the increase would fall upon 
those shoulders, and upon those shoulders 
alone. There was no attempt to dis- 
criminate between landlord and tenant, 
and so, if you increase the burden of the 


as 


rates, the burden must fall upon one 
class, and one class alone. We go to 
Ireland, and for the first time in the 


history of rating, and in the history of 
finance, you have a proposal to discrimi- 
nate between two classes, which also 
says that in future the whole burden of 
a particular rate shall fall upon the 
shoulders of one particular class, 
and one particular class of the com- 
munity is to be exempt for ever 
from that burden. Now I question the 
right honourable and learned Gentle- 
man, who, I assume, is in charge of this 
clause, whether he can point out a single 
precedent for any proposal of this char- 
acter in the past; and if not, whether 
he can defend it upon its merits. There 
is one class which the Government pro- 
pose to say to, as far as one rate is 
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concerned—a very necessary and a very 
just rate, a very equitable and a very 
beneficial rate, which everybody capable 
of bearing ought, as a matter of duty, to 
take their share in paying, and I think 
it ought to be their honest pride to con- 
tribute towards the support of the poor 
of the community—the Government pro- 
pose to say to the landlords “For the 
future we will not allow you to bear any 
portion of the burden of the mainten- 
ance of the poor.” Not merely do they 
say this, but should there be any well- 
disposed landlord in any part of Ireland 
who would like to contribute his fair 
share for the future, if the rates go up, 
if he says “I prefer to bear my share,” 
the Government say “ We shall not allow 
you to do it.” Was there ever such a 
monstrous proposal introduced into this 
House as that which is proposed to be 
embodied in this clause? Why should 
this special exemption be made in favour 
of one particular class, and why should 
the House of Commons go out of its way 
to protect itself against its own 
generosity, and against any deviation 
from the path of justice and liberality 
into which it may be diverted in the 
future? Why should the House of Com- 
mons do that? Do the landlords desire 
this at our hands! Now, I do not wish 
to say anything severe about the land- 
lords in Ireland. Everybody knows per- 
fectly well that whatever their sins may 
have been in the past they have very 
patiently borne their iniquities during 
the last 20 years, and those who have 
rack-rented the Irish tenants have been 
punished very severely during the last 
50 years. Well, this is the first time I 
have ever attempted to defend the Irish 
landlords, and I do _ not receive 
much encouragement from my friends 
behind me to repeat the effort. 
I think they were encouraged, because it 
is rather pertinent to the issues which 
you propose to bring before the House. 
They were encouraged undoubtedly by 
the high rent in Ireland, and to reckless 
expenditure. They mortgaged their 
estates upon the assumption that there 
would be a fair margin, and they found 
rack-renting encouraged them to make 
these charges. Had they not done so 
they would not have charged their 
estates, because they would have 
certain mortgage 
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whether the rents were just or unjust. 
But when the Land Acts came the 
marg:ns were swept away and the land- 
lords were left in a state of poverty and 
distress. | Undoubtedly, whatever their 
sins may have been in the past, a good 
many of them have suffered severely. 
Therefore it is that I say I do not 
wish to enter into anything in the nature 
of a diatribe against the Irish landlords. 
But I think there is no man in this 
House who will not admit that, to a very 
large extent, the poverty and distress 
of Ireland has been attributable to 
the landlords of that country—the 
absentee landlord, the  rack-renting 
landlord. I know perfectly well that 
there are good landlords there, but the 
poverty which exists in certain parts of 
Ireland is due to the policy which the 
landlords have pursued in the past with 
regard to their tenantry. Is there a 
single class in Ireland whom the Com- 
mittee would point out as a source of 
Irish poverty more than the Irish land- 
lords; is there a class more responsible 
than the Irish landlords for the policy 
which has been pursued? 


AN HONOURABLE Memper: Yes, the 
public ! 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not think 
that I will quarrel with my honourable 
Friend about that assertion, because, 
whether in Ireland or in any other coun- 
try, it is equally applicable. But here isa 
class which is responsible to a very large 
extent ; they, together with the publicans, 
are responsible for the distress in Ireland, 
and the Government singles out that class 
of all classes and says: “In future, not 
merely are you not to be liable for any 
portion of the burden of maintaining 
the poor, but we will not allow you to 
enter into a contract to undertake any 
portion of that burden.” There is abso- 
lutely no precedent, and certainly no 
‘ustification, for a proposal of this charac- 


‘ter, and therefore I propose that it be 


omitted from this ciause. ‘iiiere 13 a 
second part of this proposal which I 
would ask honourable Members opposite 
how they possibly can defend: that por- 
tion which says that every contract 
entered into for the payment of the poor 
rate by the landlords shall be regarded 
38 
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rate borne by the landlord shall in future 
be discharged by the State, it not only 
proposes that in future increases in the 
poor rate shall be borne by the tenant, 
but it goes to the extent of providing 
that in any contract altering the present 
arrangement between landlord and 
tenant, the landlord is to be treated as 
a person who requires protection at the 
hand of the State. Hitherto the tenant 
is not to be a free agent. Now, that is 
a complete change. It is a new prin- 
ciple introduced into this clause which 
is not embodied in any legislation intro- 
duced in this House either by a Con- 
servative or a Liberal Government. 
This law says that no contract which the 
landlord enters into with his tenant— 
although it may form part of an equit- 
able bargain—no contract of that kind 
is to be treated as valid. Now these are 
three very important changes in the law, 
and I think we are entitled to raise some 
objection to them on these grounds: 
In the first place, Mr. Lowther, because 
it is a breach of the principle laid down 
by the Government of identity of treat- 
ment. Now, we have heard a good deal 
about identity of treatment. That is a 
point which the Chief Secretary has, 
time after time, defended, but I observe 
in the criticisms on these financial pro- 
posals the principle of identity of treat- 


ment has gradually broken down. I 
am glad that my honourable Friend 
opposite is agreed upon that point, 


because it is really a very important 
point. It has broken down completely 
in regard to a very important matter 
which I simply alluded to in order to 
show how the Government have departed 
from the principle of identity of treat- 
ment. It has broken down with regard 
to the permanency of the grant which 
has tainted the whole of the operation 
of the Act. Now, with regard to this 
particular clause, it has broken down in 
two or three very material respects. 
With regard to Scotland, there all the 
rates are supposed to be divided between 
the landlord and the tenant. In Scot- 
land, if the rates were paid by the State, 
and there was any increase for the future 
in the rateability of a district, or in the 
rating of a district, it was to be borne 
equally between the landlord and the 
tenant. Both had an equal share in 
the administration, and equal responsi- 
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bility in the increase or decrease of the 
rates. Consequently the Government 
very naturally and reasonably said “if 
there is going to be an increase in the 
rates you must divide the responsibility, 
as you are jointly responsible. There- 
fore, we offer no inducements to any 
class to encourage the community to 
incur reckless and needless expenditure.” 
That is a perfectly fair proposal. There 
was no class legislation as far as that 
was concerned, but it was holding the 
balance even between one class and 
another. What is the case in England? 
Why, the whole burden of the poor rate 
is borne by the occupier, nominally and 
ostensibly, as the President of the Local 
Government Board reminded us some 
years ago, when he had to support a 
proposal rather different to this in this 
House. He said that the ultimate bur- 
den of the poor rate falls upon the 
shoulders of the landlord. That is no 
doubt true in the long run, but, still, 
whether it falls upon the shoulders of 
the landlord or tenant, or, to some extent, 
falls pretty evenly upon both, at any 
rate, the Government did not propose 
to make any justification as far as the 
future concerned, far as the 
operation of agricultural grant in 
England was concerned. If there was an 
increase, whoever the burden ultimately 
fell upon, the increase would fall upon 
those shoulders, and upon those shoulders 
alone. There was no attempt to dis- 
criminate between landlord and tenant, 
and so, if you increase the burden of the 


was as 
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rates, the burden must fall upon one 
class, and one class alone. We go to 
Ireland, and for the first time in the 


history of rating, and in the history of 
finance, you have a proposal to discrimi- 
nate between two classes, which also 
says that in future the whole burden of 
a particular rate shall fall upon the 
shoulders of one particular class, 
and one particular class of the com- 
munity be exempt for ever 
from that burden. Now I question the 
right honourable and learned Gentle- 
man, who, I assume, is in charge of this 
clause, whether he can point out a single 
precedent for any proposal of this char- 
acter in the past; and if not, whether 
he can defend it upon its merits. There 
is one class which the Government pro- 
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pose to say to, as far as one rate is 
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concerned—a very necessary and a very 
just rate, a very equitable and a very 
beneficial rate, which everybody capable 
of bearing ought, as a matter of duty, to 
take their share in paying, and I think 
it ought to be their honest pride to con- 
tribute towards the support of the poor 
of the community—the Government pro- 
pose to say to the landlords “For the 
future we will not allow you to bear any 
portion of the burden of the mainten- 
ance of the poor.” Not merely do they 
say this, but should there be any well- 
disposed landlord in any part of Ireland 
who would like to contribute his fair 
share for the future, if the rates go up, 
if he says “I prefer: to bear my share,” 
the Government say “ We shall not allow 
you to do it.” Was there ever such a 
monstrous proposal introduced into this 
House as that which is proposed to be 
embodied in this clause?! Why should 
this special exemption be made in favour 
of one particular class, and why should 
the House of Commons go out of its way 
to protect itself against its own 
generosity, and against any deviation 
from the path of justice and liberality 
into which it may be diverted in the 
future? Why should the House of Com- 
mons do that? Do the landlords desire 
this at our hands? Now, I do not wish 
to say anything severe about the land- 
lords in Ireland. Everybody knows per- 
fectly well that whatever their sins may 
have been in the past they have very 
patiently borne their iniquities during 
the last 20 years, and those who have 
rack-rented the Irish tenants have been 
punished very severely during the last 
50 years. Well, this is the first time I 
have ever attempted to defend the Irish 
landlords, and I do _ not receive 
much encouragement from my friends 
behind me to repeat the effort. 
I think they were encouraged, because it 
is rather pertinent to the issues which 
you propose to bring before the House. 
They were encouraged undoubtedly by 
the high rent in Ireland, and to reckless 
expenditure. They mortgaged their 
estates upon the assumption that there 
would be a fair margin, and they found 
rack-renting encouraged them to make 
these charges. Had they not done so 
they would not have charged their 
estates, because they would have 
certain mortgage 
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whether the rents were just or unjust. 


But when the Land Acts came the 
marg:ms were swept away and the land- 
lords were left in a state of poverty and 
distress. | Undoubtedly, whatever their 
sins may have been in the past, a good 
many of them have suffered severely. 
Therefore it is that I say I do not 
wish to enter into anything in the nature 
o* a diatribe against the Irish landlords. 
But I think there is no man in this 
House who will not admit that, to a very 
large extent, the poverty and distress 
of Ireland has been attributable to 
the landlords of that country—the 
absentee landlord, the  rack-renting 
landlord. I know perfectly well that 
there are good landlords there, but the 
poverty which exists in certain parts of 
Ireland is due to the policy which the 
landlords have pursued in the past with 
regard to their tenantry. Is there a 
single class in Ireland whom the Com- 
mittee would point out as a source of 
Irish poverty more than the Irish land- 
lords; is there a class more responsible 
than the Irish landlords for the policy 
which has been pursued ? 


AN HONOURABLE Memper: Yes, the 
public! 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I do not think 
that I will quarrel with my honourable 
Friend about that assertion, because, 
whether in Ireland or in any other coun- 
try, it is equally applicable. But here isa 
class which is responsible to a very large 
extent ; they, together with the publicans, 
are responsible for the distress in Ireland, 
and the Government singles out that class 
of all classes and says: “In future, not 
merely are you not to be liable for any 
portion of the burden of maintaining 
the poor, but we will not allow you to 
enter into a contract to undertake any 
portion of that burden.” There is abso- 
_— no precedent, and certainly no 

tification, for a proposal of this charac- 
ie and therefore I propose that it be 
omitted from this ciause. ‘ilere 13 a 
second part of this proposal which I 
would ask honourable Members opposite 
how they possibly can defend: that por- 
tion which says that every contract 
entered into for the payment of the poor 
rate by the landlords shall be regarded 
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as void. During the few years I have 
been in this House I have observed that 
if you want a proposal which trenches 
upon freedom of contract you may 
expect that proposal from a Conservative 
Government. We had it with regard to 
the Tithe Bill. Every contract between 
landlord and tenant for the payment of 
tithes—and, of course, the tenants in 
Wales are exceedingly anxious to do so 
—is to be perfectly void. The same 
thing was done with regard to the work- 
men, and now we have a proposal incor- 
porated in a Bill emanating from a Con- 
servative Government to render void any 
contract entered into by the landlords 
for the payment of rent. That is a very 
serious impingement upon the principle 
of freedom of contract of which I under- 
stand honourable Members opposite 
regard themselves as sole custodians in 
this House and out of it. How is this 
clause justified? We have heard no justifi- 
cation from the Government. I heard the 
speeches delivered to-night by the Chief 
Secretary, but he did not attempt any 
justification. He talked about Whitsuntide 
as if that were relevant. I beg the right 
honourable Gentleman’s pardon, it was 
his leader, on this side of the House, and, 
of course, the right honourable Gentleman 
adcpted and followed his lead loyally. 
But what is the defence of the Govern- 
ment? I venture to say that the Chief 
Secretary has not attempted § any 
defence of this proposal, and we are 
entitled to have that defence. The 
only word of defence we have heard so 
far is that this is a bargain—a bargain 
in these terms: if you want an Irish 
Local Government Bill you must be pre- 
pared to pay the whole of the poor rates 
of the Irish landlords for all time to 
come. That is the only defence, but I 
should like to know the exact terms of 
that bargain, and who has entered into 
it. Iam not at all surprised at the atti- 
tude of honourable Members for Ireland, 
but I should like to ask them whether 
they have entered into it, and, if so, 
whether they are free agents, and whether 
they are prepared to defend this proposal 
upon its merits? 


AN HONOURABLE MemBer: No, we are 
not. 
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*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Of course, I 
knew they were not, and I would ask the 
honourable Member for Louth, who has 
so loyally supported the Government 
throughout, and whom I am sorry not to 
see in his place, whether he would be pre- 
pared to defend this proposal upon its 
merits if he were a free agent? But he 
does not, and cannot, pretend to do so. 
He says a bargain is a bargain. Quite 
so, and the honourable Member opposite, 
who is perfectly straightforward in his 
Conservative views, says of course it is 
part of the bargain. But what is the 
bargain? It is this: if you wish to 
receive the same measure of self-govern- 
ment that has been granted to England, 
Scotland, and Wales, you are only to 
receive it on a condition which you your- 
self refer to as unfair, and which the 
Government themselves do not defend. 
Upon what principle is that defended? It 
is taking a mean advantage of a weak 
nation. It is taking a mean advantage 
of the Irish Members, and of the Irish 
people. They are not in a position to 
make terms with the Government. They 
know perfectly well that the Government 
are all-powerful. Honourable Members 
opposite say it is right and just to give 
self-government to Ireland, but 





THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: The honourable Member is 
making a Second Reading speech. I 
must remind him that the arguments 
which he is now using have _ been 
used repeatedly on previous occasions. | 
must, therefore, ask him to address some 
fresh arguments to the Committee, other- 
wise I shall have to call on him to resume 
his seat. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Probably I 
did not hear these arguments before, and 
honourable Members around me say that 
nobody else did. Of course, Sir, I accept 
your ruling upon the point, although it 
appeared to me to be perfectly germane 
to the subject et issue. This clause is 2 
bad clause, and has not been defended by 
the Government. {I was present through- 
out. the whole Debate, and not a single 
word was said by the Chief Secretary in 
defence of it. The only defence offered 
was in defence of the bargain, and it 
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seems to be out of order to refer to the 
only defence which the Government 
makes. Still, if you rule any allusion to 
that bargain to be out of order, I am 
bound to accept it, but I still ask the 
Chief Seoretary whether he has any 
defence to offer with regard to this clause, 
which is not out of order. He cannot 
defend it upon the ground that he is 
exempting one class of the community 
from payment of poor rate; he cannot 
defend it upon the ground of any prin- 
ciple with regard to freedom of contract ; 
he cannot defend it on the ground that 
he is imposing upon the Irish people 
unfair terms, because that is what it 
comes to; he is using his power as the 
representative of the most powerful 
Government we have had for many years 
—a Government with a majority of 140 
—to force these unfair terms upon the 
Irish people. In conclusion, I say that 
this Bill confers no favour upon the Irish 
people ; they are simply conceding what 
ig an elementary right. We are willing 
to assist in conceding that elementary 
right, a right which belongs to every 
citizen of this kingdom, but we strongly 
object to this imposition of an iniquitous 
condition upon a nation too weak to with- 
stand it. 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, §S.): 
I should like to ask the Com- 
mittee to consider this matter from a 
different point of view—from the point 
of view which has been urged upon both 
sides of the House—and I think it has 
also been urged by the Chief Secretary, 
but certainly it has fallen from the Trea- 
sury Bench—that it is most desirable 
that Irish landlords should take a 
prominent part in the future local 
government ofIreland. If that be so, and 
if Irish landlords take the same part 
in local government that English land- 
lords take—if they are willing to face a 
popular election, then I venture to point 
out to the Committee that this proposal 
of the Government to set up a privileged 
class in Ireland—the landlord class— 
which is to pay no rates in future, will 
form a dangerous precedent. I cannot 
help thinking that when the Irish land- 
lords appeal in the same way as English 
landlords appeal—and, I am glad to say, 
appeal successfully to the ratepayers of 
a country district, they will be met with 
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the rebuke, “ You are a separate class. 
You are not like an ordinary ratepayer. 
It does not matter to you whether 
the rates go up or down. Why 
should we return you as our repre 
sentative when it will be of no conse- 
quence whatever whether our rates are 
increased or decreased.” It seems to me 
that will be an argument which will be 
urged by every man who is opposing a 
landlord in Ireland. I know very well 
that those who are landlords in Eng- 
land would receive that rebuke, and they 
would have very little chance of success- 
fully beating an opponent who opposed 
us on the grounds that they paid no rates 
and that they, therefore, belonged to a 
privileged class. The Chief Secretary 
dissents that there are some cases where 
English landlords do bear their share, 
but there are a number of landlords who 
do share the rates. And the right 
honourable Gentleman must know that 
all Scotch landlords do, and there is no 
doubt about it that there is no English 
County Member in this House who will 
get up and say that he would object to a 
Bill being passed in this House by which 
every landlord had to pay part of his 
tenant’s rates. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): Certainly, I would. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: But the honourable 

Member sits for Peckham—the honour- 
able Member sits for a London con- 
stituency. I challenge any honourable 
Gentleman who sits for any county con- 
stituency to get up and say he would 
vote against a Government Bill to divide 
rates between owner and _ occupier. 
Gentlemen who sit for London constitu- 
encies may very well say that, but I 
challenge any agricultural Member to 
say he would object. 


Mr. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): I shall be happy to answer 
the honourable Gentleman’s challenge. 
I live in the neighbourhood of a 
great estate where the landlord pays part 
of the rates, but I never heard it sug- 
gested that that is an example which 
should be followed generally, or which 
would be generally beneficial. 


*Mr. SrRACHEY: I think my honour- 
able Friend opposite rather misunderstood 
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me. Will any honourable Member get up 
in this House, representing an agricul- 
tural constituency, and say that, if a Bill 
were introduced to divide the rates 
between landlord and tenant, he would 
vote against such a Bill? 


Mr. JOHNSTONE: It would be rather 
difficult to grasp the circumstances of 
such a situation at a moment’s notice. I 
was merely speaking from my own expe- 
rience. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: I hope and believe 
the landlords in this House, on whichever 
side they sit, would be ready to vote for 
suck. a Measure as I have indicated. I 
think the right honourable Gentleman 
said that one of the reasons why 
originally landlords in Ireland had to pay 
the whole of the poor rate in the case of 
tenancies under £4 a year, and why 
they had to pay half of the poor 
rate in other cases, was for this reason : 
As a matter of public policy in Ireland it 
was very desirable that Irish landlords 
should have an interest in giving employ- 
ment to the peasantry upon their estates, 
and thereby keep people off the poor rate. 
It appears to me that, if this clause is 
carried, every inducement to the land- 
lords for doing that would be taken 
away. There will be no inducement to 
give ‘employment on their estates, and 
the poor rates will be increased by men 
unable to find employment. Under the 
old system, the landlord being a large 
ratepayer, it was a very great inducement 
for him to give employment and to im- 
prove his property. On these grounds, 
I beg to support my honourable Friend’s 
Amendment for the rejection of this 
clause. 


*Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I protest 
against this clause in the Bill. The 
Debate upon this clause seems to 
me to be rather strange. We have 
seen some of those who supported 
the English Act who are now oppos- 
ing this Bill; we have seen those 
who strongly opposed, in every part 
and in every particular, the English 
Act now supporting this Bill; and, 
strangest thing of all, this Debate has 
seen honourable Members of this House, 
whose whole existence may be said to 
have been taken up in opposing the land- 
lords in Ireland, from such  organisa- 
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tions as the Land League, now advo- 
cating the giving of this enormous grant 
of money to the landlords. 


Mr. DAVITT: The Land League have 
done nothing of the kind. 


*Mr. GODDARD: In order to buy off 
their opposition. We have been taunted 
on this side of the House by the right 
honourable Gentleman opposite for 
being nothing more than “a mere hand- 
ful of Radicals.” If we are only that, at 
least it is to be remembered that we are 
here representing constituencies, and 
that we have just as much right to speak 
on behalf of those constituencies as if 
we had seats in the Cabinet or on the 
Front Bench. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Gentleman has paraphrased 
my words. What I intended to convey 
was that the Liberal Party, as a whole, 
has supported us in the financial portion 
of this Bill on the First and Second 
Reading, if not in any other way, by 
abstaining from voting. 


*Mr. GODDARD: TI will not go into 
the question. I am not answerable for 
the consciences of those who sit upon 
the Front Bench. I am here to speak 
what is in my own mind and in my 
own conscience to speak, and I remember 
the words of the taunt that was hurled 
at us from the opposite side of the House 
—that this opposition was only sup 
ported by a mere handful of Radicals. 
Fortunately for us, we have memories 
that go a little farther back, and we can 
recollect that it was a “mere handful of 
Radicals” which started the avalanche 
which swept away the old franchise 
and extended the vote. And we 
can also remember that it was 
a mere “handful of Radicals” who 
protested against certain religious dis- 
abilities which prevented men of 
certain religious opinions from sitting in 
this House, and which caused those 
disabilities to be removed. I ask, 
how were these things done? How 
was it that “a mere handful of Radi- 
cals” achieved these results? It was 
not done by truckling to the House of 
Lords.” 
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*Toe CHAIRMAN or WAYS awnp 
MEANS: Order, order! The honour- 
able Member is now travelling outside 
the limits of the discussion. 


*Mr. GODDARD: 


House. 


a sum of money in order to buy off their 
opposition to this Bill. There are two 
distinct reasons why I support this 
Amendment which is now before the 
Committee. One is because I honestly 
believe that the day will come when the 
people of Ireland will resent this Act— 
when the growing burdens which will be 
thrown on the poor people of Ireland 
will cause them to regret that this Act 
was passed, and that their representa- 
tives supported it. Another reason is 
that many of these people have an ambi- 
tion to buy their holdings. They live in 
the hope that one day they may become 
the freeholders of their holdings. Now, I 
appreciate that ambition, and I ask 
what will be the result .nd the effect of 
this Act if it becomes law? The effect 
will be that, when those tenants who 
wish to purchase their holdings come to 
buy, undoubtedly the price they will 
have to pay will be very largely 
enhanced. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh, no} 


*Mr. GODDARD: And, in the interest 
of the tenants of Ireland, I say it will 
be a mistake. If you remove a charge 
upon the land, it must and will enhance 
the price which will have to be paid by 
the tenant when he wants to buy his 
holding ; whilst, at the same time, it 
relieves the landlords from a tax which 
they have paid in the past, and in com- 
mon justice, ought to pay now. Upon 
those grounds I support the Amendment. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
I think the main objection brought 
against this clause is the fact that 
the Government has made it per- 
petual. In the case of two years back 
there was a limit put to it, and provided 
that the Liberal Government be in power 
at that time, and the House of Lords 
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I wish, Sir, to do| 
everything perfectly in order in this| 
I was simply trying to point | 
out that the relief of the landlords from | 
the poor rate was merely paying them | 
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abolished, as we hope they will be long 
before then, why, of course, we shail 
repeal the Act without any hesitation. 


In this case it is made perpetual, and 
there is no similar prospect of relief to 


the toiling, starving poor from the bur- 
dens laid upon them to maintain the 
rich. That is the sum-total of our objec- 
tion to this clause. The right honour- 
able Gentieman has charged us with 
having acquiesced in this financial pro- 
posal by our having allowed the First 
and Second Reading of this Bill. We 
agreed with the Bill in the main, but we 
always said we disagreed with the finan- 
cial portion of it, and we do so now, 
and that is the cause of the objection 
and the Amendment of my honourable 
Friend on my left. The Chief Secre- 
tary says, as I understand him, that he 
has made a bargain with certain Cabinet 
Ministers that there should be no opposi- 
tion to this Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, no! 


Mr. BROADHURST: What is it, 
then? I should like to have this matter 
thoroughly explained. There is an air 
of mystery about this bargain which we 
cannot fathom, and we, being free-born 
British representatives, have a right to 
know the terms of this bargain, when it 
was made, and with whom it was made. 
It certainly was not made with a number 
of my friends who are now here. This 
is the first time we have heard of the 
bargain and if it is a bargain we ail 
know, subject to correction from my 
honourable and learned Friend, that the 
common law—at least, so I have always 
understood—protects the weak person 
against the strong in the making of a 
bargain, and if a bargain has been made 
by any undue influence and superior 
power the aggrieved party, who takes 
the matter into court, is generally re- 
lieved from his bargain for the reasons 
I have stated. What is the reason of 
this bargain of which we have heard so 
much, but about which we know nothing? 
I will ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man to give us the chapter and verse 
of the terms of this bargain which he 
secretly entered into for the purpose cf 
this Act. That will help us to understand 
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how we stand in this matter. I am 
not an opponent of this Bill except 
so far as it dips the hand of the Govern- 
ment into my pocket to maintain un- 
worthy Irish landlords. This is not a 
Conservative Measure in the highest 
sense of the word. A_ Conservative 
policy would pass such a Measure as 
would be best calculated to retain Irish 
landlords in their own country, and 
would keep them living among their own 
people, and take a share of the local 
government of their own country. This 
is a policy which only further induces 
them to take all they can get from their 
struggling tenantry, and to absent them- 
selves from the country that they ought 
to dwell in. What would become of this 
country if the landlords here did the 
same! They are none too good, but they 
do take their share in the administra- 
tion of the local government of the 
country, and by the fact of so doing they 
do—and it makes them do so—reside, to 
a large extent, upon their own estates 
among their own people. This is a direct 
invitation to pursue a contrary course ; 
therefore it is not a Conservative policy, 
it is a revolutionary and misguided 
policy. There is too much bribery and 
robbing those who work hard to main- 
tain themselves for the purpose of sup- 
porting those who do not, and who take 
no share of the responsibilities of the 
administration of their own country. 
Therefore I shall oppose this clause. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.) chal- 
lenged the Government to point to a pre- 
cedent in former legislation. The clause 
was absolutely without a precedent, and 
what made it more intolerable from the 
standpoint of those who had regard for 
equity was that the proposal, instead 
of being for a term of years, was intended 
by the Government to be perpetual. He 
protested against the clause, and he 
would vote against it. 


Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicester, Bosworth) : 
I rise with considerable diffidence to take 
part in this discussion. It has been sug- 
gested by the Front Bench opposite that 
only Irish Members and the Chief Secre- 
tary are to be allowed to participate in 
this Debate. My only justification for 
breaking in on that comfortable theory 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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of the honourable Gentlemen opposite 
is that I represent a hard-working Eng- 
lish constituency, which has to find the 
money with which this clause deals, and 
I do humbly submit that it is not out of 
place that I should approach it on behalf 
of my constituents. I do not quite 
understand the theory of the bargain that 
has been struck between a certain sec- 
tion of the Irish Members and what used 
to be known in former days as Dublin 
Castle. Dublin Castle, which, once upon 
a time, was looked upon as a kind of 
ogre’s den, has now become a beneficent 
instrument for shedding the blessings of 
social and political amity upon Ireland. 
It would be interesting to many of us to 
know what has been the cause of this 
extraordinary transformation of Irish 
opinion. The honourable Member on 
my left has suggested “money” ; and the 
old principle of Irish politics which has 
prevailed since 1815 is still to the fore 
—as long as they can have their hands 
in the pockets of English taxpayers it 
does not matter which Government is in 
power. As a representative of English 
ratepayers, I claim to have some voice in 
askinge—what has to become of this 
money we are voting? AsaLiberal and a 
supporter of the Irish Nationalist Party in 
all their political reforms, I have a right 
to ask why, on this occasion, they are 
deserting the Irish tenant in favour of 
the Irish landlord. That, as I under- 
stand, is the point we are discussing on 
this clause. As I understand it, the posi- 
tion is this: this Committee are voting 
a large sum which will be payable in 
perpetuity for Irish local government 
purposes. I would have imagined that 
the Irish Nationalist Members, elected by 
a suffering people, by the poorest class 
we have in the United Kingdom, would 
have made some effort to arrange the Bill 
in such a way that the Irish tenant would 
have the benefit of the money that Par- 
liament is voting. Instead of that we 
have seen Irish Members watching, with 
apparent satisfaction, a Tory Government 
voting money in support of the landlords 
in Ireland, and not only voting money, 





| but adding improvements which make it 


impossible for the Bill to apply to the 
tenants. I have no doubt the Irish oon- 
stituencies will inquire into the matter, 
and we may hear something more of 
this in the Irish newspapers. I have the 
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right to say that English working 
men, English tradesmen, and English 
manufacturers, who are now asked for 
this money, and who are willing enough 
to facilitate Irish local government, are 
within their right in objecting to hand- 
ing over, bound hand and foot, the Irish 
tenant to the tender mercies of the Irish 
landlord. I have nothing more to say 
except this: that that is a principle 
which deserves a full Debate in this Com- 
mittee. I hope the Committee will not 
allow itself to be threatened and brow- 
beaten by the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land. I have noticed during all these 
days in which we have been discussing 
this Bill that if any Irish Member gets 
up the Chief Secretary is only too anxious 
to listen to him and answer him in the 
most courteous and convincing manner ; 
but if 20 or 30 English Members get up 
to discuss a matter which affects their 
constituents he maintains a contemp- 
tuous silence, only broken by the soft. 
voce interruptions of my honourable 
Friends. I do not know what justifica- 
tion he has, except that we are not repre- 
sented on the Front Opposition Bench 
by any of our natural leaders. That is, 
no doubt, a misfortune which the Liberal 
Party have to endure, but I venture to 
think that the interests of our consti- 
tuents are paramount to the interests of 
our so-called leaders. I cannot see why 
the absence of five ex-Cabinet Ministers 
affects in the least the principle we are 
discussing. No doubt it gives the vight 
honourable Gentleman a technical advan- 
tage. He may say, “Because your 
leaders take no part in this Debtae, it 
is not my duty to descend so low as to 
answer a common private Member who 
sits behind.” That does not affect the 
question of the principle. Our consti- 
tuwents have to pay this money, and our 
constituents look to our votes and to our 
speeches in this House. It does not 
matter whether the Member for Mon- 
mouth is in his place or not. The right 
honourable Gentleman has a duty to 
perform, and that is to deal with the 
arguments advanced bv the honourable 
Members who have sat down. 


Mr. LOGAN: I intend to oppose 
this clause. I regret that the Chief 
Secretary has not seen it fit and 
proper to give us something in the 
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way of argument for passing this 
particular clause we are now discussing. 
{ oppose it on behalf of the people oi 
England and on behalf of the people of 
Ireland, too. Honourable Gentlemen 
opposite forget that the last time the 
people of England were appealed to—in 
South Norfolk—they were not on 
the side of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. The principle contained in 
the clause now under discussion 
is class legislation pure and simple. 
It is class legislation of the very worst 
possible description, which relieves the 
just liabilities of ihe rich at the expense 
of the poor. What will be the effect of 
this clause in Ireland? The effect of it, 
first of all, on the Irish landlords, will be 
that in future they will be relieved of the 
burdens that they ought to bear on the 
land, and with this result: that should 
these local bodies which are now to be 
set up in Ireland develop in particular 
districts at the expense of those who 
occupy the land in Ireland, the land itself 
will be improved in value, because you 
cannot better the condition of the com- 
munity without improving the value of 
the land upon which the commu- 
munity lives. Therefore these Irish 
landlords, to whom it is proposed under 
this clause to make a present of a large 
sum of money, will not only be relieved of 
a large share of the burdens on Ireland, 
but will in.addition have the capital 
value of their land increased to an enor- 
mous extent—first of all, by the relief 
from the burden of rating, and then by 
the prospective increase in the value of 
that land, owing to the improved condi- 
tion of the people. My honourable 
Friend who spoke from this bench a few 
minutes ago was absolutely right when 
he said that a direct effect of the passing 
of this clause will fall upon those men 
who are wanting to buy land in 
Ireland. Personally, I am not strongly 
in favour of creating any more landlords, 
We have far too many of them. I wish 
to see the nation resume possession of 
the land. That is my opinion, and I am 
entitled to hold it. The direct effect of 
this clause, I say, upon intending pur- 
chasers in Ireland will be that they will 
have to pay an increased purchase money 
—the capitalised value of the reliei 
which the landlord will receive under this 
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Bill. What are the ostensible reasons 
which have been given to us for the 
passing of this clause? It has been 
hinted that it was to carry out some 
arrangement that was made with regard 
to English land. In the case of English 
land the relief given there was because 
there was supposed to be agricultural 
depression in England. Well, now, if 
the reason for giving this grant in Ire- 
land is on account of agricultural depres- 
sion, I maintain that the clause should 
not be passed in its present form. The 
most necessitous portion of the commu- 


nity engaged in the industry of agricul- 
ture — namely, the small tenant 
farmers and the  peasantry—should 


get most of the relief under this Bill. 
Some honourable Gentlemen opposite 
suggested a short time ago that there 
was no serious depression, and laughed 
at the idea; but it seems to me ‘that 
there is far less justification for passing 
s Measure of relief for Irish landlords 
than there was for passing one for the 
relief of the English landlords. The rents 
of the English landlords have gone down 
considerably indeed, but I should be in- 
terested to be informed whether the 
rents of the Irish landlords have gone 
down in anything like the same propor- 
tion. My impression is that Irish rents 
have scarcely decreased at all during the 
last 12 or 15 years. 


Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): 
They have been reduced 30 or 40 por 
cent. 


Mr. LOGAN: The honourable Membe: 
says they have been reduced by 30 or 
40 per cent. The only authority I can 
go tois the Statistical Abstract, and that 
gives the rents in Ireland during the last 
15 years, and the amount paid under 
Schedule B, which I do not suppose any- 
body will deny, represents the amount 
of rent paid by the tenants both in 
England and Ireland. Now, Sir, on re- 
ferring to Schedule B, and the return 
for the 15 years ending in 1896, which 
I am told is the last return, I find that 
whereas the rental of land in England 
in 1882 was fifty-one millions and in 1896 
thirty-nine millions—I am dealing in 
round figures—and in Scotland 74 mil- 
lions in 1882 and gix millions in 1895, 
the amount upon which income tax 
was paid in Ireland was within £100,000 
Mr. Logan. 
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of ten millions in the year 1882, while 
in the year 1896 it was only reduced by 
about £100,000. That is to say that 
during the last 15 years, while English 
rental hag fallen some 25 per cent., 
there has been only the smallest reduc- 
tion in the Irish rental, according 
to this Government return, upon which 
I believe honourable and right honour- 
able Gentlemen opposite pay their: 
income tax. However, Sir, this goes 
to prove what I have long thought, 
that there has been no serious reduction 
in the gross rental of landlords in Ire- 
land, and it is the gross rental that we 
must deal with here. This grant is not 
to be given to any particular landlords. 
I have no doubt that there are som2 
cases in which particular landlords have 
suffered very considerably during the last 
few years; but taking the whole of the 
rents together I maintain that there is far 
less justification whatever in Ireland for 
a Measure of outdoor relief to landlords 
than there was in the case of England. 
Well, Sir, so much for the question of 
agricultural depression. Then, Sir, the 
other reason, and I believe the reason 
which the Chief Secretary favours, why 
this Measure has been introduced into 
this House in its present form, 
is the particular clause which has been 
described as a bribe. If it is a bribe te 
Irish landlords in this House, I believe 
it was unnecessary, because the Govern- 
ment, by using their full strength in 
this House, at any rate, might have over- 
ridden any opposition from Trish land. 


lords. It really is a bribe to be paid for 
passing this Bill through the other 
Chamber. Sir, I object entirely, apart 


from the question of who pays the 
money, to introducing into legislation of 
this sort a commercial bargain. The 
English Rating Bill, I suppose, was passed 
as a sop or bargain to the English land- 
lords to assent to the Compensation of 
Workmen Bill. If the Government are 
disposed to carry out the whole of their 
legislation upon this commercial bar- 
gaining principle, I would suggest to 
them—and I wish the Colonial Secretary 
had been here, for I should have liked 
to make the suggestion to him—that for 
the abolition of the Veto of the House 
of Lords, they would be able to charge 
a very considerable price, for it would be 
worth a good and 


deal, we should be 
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prepared to pay it. But we are not 
prepared to see the taxes on the poor 
people of this country increased for the 
purpose of providing money for Irish land- 
lords as the price of this Bill; and there- 
fore, Mr. Lowther, I protest against this 
clause, and shall have great pleasure in 
supporting my honourable Friend in the 
Division Lobby. 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fife, W.): Mr. Low- 
ther, in the absence of my natural 
leaders, whose absence from this House 
has been frequently commented upon, 
I can, as a Scotch Member, look 
upon the Lord Advocate as my leader in 
this matter, because when the English 
Bill was under discussion the one thing 
we prided ourselves upon was that in 
Scotland there existed an ideal system of 
rating, equal as between the occupier 
and the landlord, and one which was re- 
ferred to as the ultima ratio in such 
matters. But here we have the Govern- 
ment introducing this Measure which 
proposes to take away from the landlords 
in the future the obligation to pay poo- 
rates which, almost from the time of 
Elizabeth, have been cast upon the land. 
Well, all I can say is this—that if a coun- 
try is not fit to legitimately and fairly 
raise the money necessary to provide for 
its poor, it is not fit to be entrusted with 
the powers which this Bill proposes to 
give to the local authorities in Ireland. 
I will not speak of a bribe, or use any 
offensive term of that sort; but every- 
body seems to be agreed that the land- 
lords could not have justice done to them 
if local government was to be established 
in Ireland, which would leave them ex- 
posed to the same obligation that land- 
lords bear in Scotland. Well, I confess 
that I think, if that is so, the Govern- 
ment are hypocritical in introducing a 
Measure of this sort at all, and in con- 
ferring upon a country these powers 
which they think can only be entrusted 
to them if the landlords are relieved from 
an obligation which from time imme 
morial has been cast upon them. We 
have always been taught by those to 
whose opinions we attach importance in 
these matters—and I am sure the Lord 
Advocate agrees with me so far as Scot- 
land is concerned—that that old system 
is the proper way of managing the rating 
of a country; and I am sorry that Her 


‘VOL. LVII. [Fourta Serizs. | 





{17 Mar 1898} 





(Ireland) Bill. 1646 


Majesty’s Government should have 
thought it necessary, once and for ever to 
depart from that salutary principle. The 
only consolation will be that the land, 
relieved from this natural burden, will 
command greater prices in the market ; 
but even if we see, as we hope to see in 
Ireland, a greater number of occupiers 
who will also be owners, they will only 
obtain the privilege of being owners by 
being compelled to pay an enormously 
increased price for the land which they 
desire to obtain. This departure from 
the ancient principle of rating—which, | 
am sure, does not commend itself to any 
person in this House apart from the 
Government and some of their  sup- 
porters on the other side of the House— 
leads to the inference that the Irish 
people are not fit to be entrusted with 
the powers which this Bill proposes to 
confer upon them. 


Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.): I wel- 
come this clause for the very reason 
urged against it by the honourable and 
learned Gentleman who has just sat 
down. It is a step in the direction of 
affirming the principle which many of us 
on this side of the House regarded as the 
basis of the Agricultural Rating Act that 
agriculture ought to be relieved of the 
burden, thrown upon it alone of all capi- 
tal, of having the annual outturn of its 
whole raw material assessed for the relief 
of the poor. This was done by the Act 
of Elizabeth at a time when real property 
was the only property which could be 
got at, and when personalty formed an 
insignificant part of the wealth of the 
country. The Agricultural Rating Act 
commended itself chiefly to many on 
this side because it was a first step—a 
rude and rough one, it must be confessed, 
but still a step—in the direction of 
redressing a gross injustice by relieving 
the land in England and Wales of half 
the burden of a poor rate. I further object 
to the confusion of rates with taxes. 
Rates are local, and imposed by local 
authority ; taxes are Imperial, and to be 
imposed by Parliament alone. By the 
long-established custom of this country— 
save, and except in the anomalous case of 
the relief of the poor—rating is based on 
occupancy, not on ownership. My honour- 
able Friend the Member for Carnarvon 
urged against this clause the argu- 
ment that it conflicted with the 
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doctrine of identity of treatment, or 
uniformity; and the honourable and 
learned Member for West Fife enforced 
that argument by the instance of Scot- 
land, where rates are divided between 
landlord and tenant. The danger of 
iegislating on this principle of uniformity 
was well illustrated by my late distin- 
guished friend Sir William Gregory in 
a story which I will venture to repeat to 
the Committee. I was discussing with 
him the question of local government for 
Treland, and the probability of Ireland 
being treated exactly as England had 
been. He said that he, some years 
before, had gone down to Devonshire on 
a holiday with Mr. Charles Buller, then 
also a distinguished Member of this 
House, and that on the Sunday morning, 
as they walked to the parish church, they 
passed two men in the stocks. Mr. 
Buller turned to the parish beadle, who 
was at the church gate, and asked “ What 
is this man there for?” “Qh, sir,” was 
the reply, “it is a bad case of wife-beat- 
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ing.” “And what is the other man in 
for?” asked Mr. Buller, pointing to the 
second. ‘Well, sir,” was the reply, “I 
can’t say there was much against him, 
but we ran him in for the sake of uni- 
formity.” “There,” said Mr. Buller to 
Sir William Gregory, “is shown the 
danger of acting for the sake of unifor- 
mity, without regard to the circum- 
stances of the case.” The Government 
have, in this clause, avoided that danger, 
and I congratulate them on affirming the 
principle that poor rate should be made 
upon the occupier, and not the landlord 
of an hereditament. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That the Question be now put.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) . 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 182 ; 
Noes 68.—(Division List No. 104.) 
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M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McKillop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
More, Robert Jasper 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murdoch, Chas. Iowashead 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Covense-y) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
‘O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Davitt, Michael 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Ellis, T. E. (Merionethshire) 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harwood, George 

Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 


Question put— 


“That clause 37 stand part of 


Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch.) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
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Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘T. 
Strauss, Arthur 


NOES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
ogan, James Francis 

Holburn, J. G. 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur CU. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 

Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

McCartan, Michael 

McDermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

McKenna, Reginald 

McLaren, Charles Benjamin 

Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 

O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


the Bill.” 


AYES. 


Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hn. Sir M.H. (Brist’]) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E, Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Roche, John (Galway, E.) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Edward Morton and 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes 200; 
| Noes 57.—(Division List No. 105.) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs., N.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
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Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cele, Benjamin Louis 
Collery, Bernard 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks.) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Hornby, William Henry 





Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
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{ COMMONS} 


Howell, William Tudor 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R, 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont,Col. J. (Ant’m,E.) 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McKillop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murdoch, Chas. Townshend 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 





NOES. 


Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Doughty, George 

Ellis, T. E. (Merionethshire) 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 


(Ireland) Bill. 
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O’Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartiep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘T. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles medley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks., E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harwood, George 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire} 
Kilbride, Denis 
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Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 
McCartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

McKenna, Reginald 
McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 





Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Roche, John (Galway, E.) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) | 





Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Steadman, William Charles 

Strachey, Edward 

Tanner, Charles Kearns 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

Wilson, John (Govan) 

Woodall, William 

TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
Davitt. 





Clause added to the Bill. 


Cause 38, 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 29, leave out from the second 
‘the,’ to ‘on,’ in line 30, and insert ‘fair rent 
for a holding shall be fixed under the Land 
Law (Ireland) Acts.’”—(Mr M. Healy.) 


Agreed to. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE pointed out 
that by the words of the clause as 
amended, the amount to be paid under 
the agricultural grant in respect of poor 
rates was to be excluded from the con- 
sideration of the Land Commissioners, 
when they were fixing the rent. He 
proposed an Amendment extending to 
the Irish Land Commissioners, not merely 
the consideration of the rent for a hold- 
ing, but the amount of the purchase 
money under the Land Purchase Act. 


THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: That is going outside the scope 
of the Act. The Amendment is not in 
order. 


Amendment ruled out of order. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 37, at end, add ‘and that any 
work giving increased value to the holding 
which has been made out of the poor rate or 
out of any loan on the security of the poor 
rate, after the passing of this Act, is an im- 
provement made by the tenant.’”—( Mr, Knoz.) 


Mr. KNOX: I think it is only just that, 
if the value of a holding is directly in- 
creased, as a consequence of an improve- 
ment made by the tenant that the value 
of that improvement should not be given 
to the landlord in assessing the value of 
the farm. I think this Amendment bears 
out the general intentions of the Bill, 


it is fair in principle, and one which, I 
hope the Government will see their way 
to accept. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR pointed out 
that this was an Amendment of the Land 
Law, and was consequently outside the 
scope of the Bill. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I think it is 
most unjust that the whole cost of an 
improvement should be given to the 
landlord in fixing the rent. Take a case 
where a road is laid at considerable 
expense by a tenant. Supposing, as is 
often the case in Ireland, that the land- 
lord is non-resident, and pays nothing to 
the cess. Under the law as it now is, 
it is true, the whole benefit of the im- 
provement is given to the landlord; but 
it is also true that, when the next rents 
come to be fixed, the extra cess is de 
ducted from the gross value of the hold- 
ing before you bring one the fair rent. 
Therefore, the landlord gets the benefit, 
and the landlord indirectly pays part of 
the cost. For the future the landlord 
will not pay any part of the cost, and I 
hope when the landlord ceases to pay 
any part of the cost he will cease to gat 
any part of the benefit. That, surely, is 
a just principle. As it is, the tenant pays 
part of the improvement and the land- 


‘lord will get the benefit. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
this would be an Amendment of the land 
law, which was outside the scope of the 
Bill. 

Mr. DILLON said he opposed the 
Amendment on the ground that this was 
part of the price for the Local Govern- 
ment Bill. 


Question put— 
“That those words be there added.” 


Committee divided :—Ayes 89; Noes 
| 175.—(Division List No. 106.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Collery, Bernard 

Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 

Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 

Ellis, T. E. (Merionethshire) 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 


Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H. (Brist’!) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs., N.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r' 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
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AYES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
McEwan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 


NOES. 


Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks.) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs. Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
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Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.): 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tully, Jasper 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
Herbert Lewis. 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G, 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edvard S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’} 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. E. 
Maclure, Sir J. W. 
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McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont,Col. J. (Ant’m,E.) 
McKillop, James 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
More, Robert Jasper 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murdoch, Charles Townshend 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 


Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Gu 


Rentoul, James 


Russell, T. W. 


Smith, Hn. W. 
Spencer, Ernest 


Strauss, Arthur 





*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not pro- , 
pose to take a Division against this 
clause, because the only objection I have 
to it is that the Act will be inoperative. 
I do not believe it will do any harm, 
but it cannot possibly do any good. It 
asserts a principle which cannot be 
strictly enforced. It declares that in 
future, whenever you fix a fair rent in 
Ireland you are not to take into account 
the amount of the Government grant 
on that particular holding, and that 
you are not to make any deduction in 
respect of it. I say that a declaration 
of that kind is perfectly futile, and will 
have no real effect upon the Commis- 
sioners. I ask you—what will the func- 
tions of the Commissioners be? What 
are their functions at the present time? 
They have got to ascertain what the 
lettable value of a farm is to a tenant. 
Well, now, when you are fixing a fair 
rentable value you must take into 
account the permanent charges upon the 
land, whether private or public. Let us 
assume for a moment that a farm is 
subject to a perpetual rent charge of 
£10. Whenever you let that farm to a 
tenant, if he has to bear the burden o? 
the £10, it must be taken into account 
that that sum will have to be deducted 
in order to arrive atafair lettable value. 
The same principle would apply in the 
case of the poor rate. If your £10 poor 
rate should be reduced to £5, whether 
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you insert a provision in an Act of Par- 
liament or not, it must necessarily be 
taken into account, and I therefore saz 
the clause will be perfectly inoperative. 
I will put it in another way. Suppose 
you have to ascertain the value of this 
farm for purchase purposes under the 
Land Purchase Acts! If you assume a 
chargé upon the land of £5, £10, or 
£100, necessarily the purchase value will 
go up, and the clause must necessarily 
be inoperative. As a matter of fact, the 
tenants at present pay a certain amount 
of county cess, and part of that cess will 
be reduced for this grant. 


Clause 38, as amended, agreed to. 


Cuavse 39. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 38, leave out ‘an urban dis- 
trict council,’ and insert ‘the council of any 
borough or town.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. DILLON: I should like to ask 
what is the exact object of this Amend- 
ment. Is it to extend the principle of 
throwing the burden of all rates upon the 
occupier? Is it a further extension cf 
clause 37? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
object of the first Amendment which 
stands in my name to substi- 
tute any council in a borough or town 
for “urban district council.” “Urban 
district council” is not sufficiently wide, 
because there are a number of other 
bodies which it is desired to include. I 
cannot see that there is any extension of 
the principle of clause 37. 


is 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman satisfied that 
“urban district council” will cover all 
the cases he wishes to meet? Would 
it cover the intended authority in the 
case of small towns? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: “Council” 
will, I think, cover every body that is 
contemplated. If necessary, we will 
make it clear in the definition clause. 


Mr. FLYNN: What about the district 
councils? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: “The 
council of any borough” would, I think, 
include a district council. 


*Mr. Surseant HEMPHILL: I confess 
that I think this requires a little more 
explanation. I fail to understand why 
“urban district council” should be 
changed into “the council of any borough 
or town.” No light is thrown on it even 
by the interpretation clause. As this 
clause stands— 


“Where an urban district council inde- 
pendently of this Act (a) can make any rate in 
respect of any hereditament upon the landlord 
or immediate lessor, and not on the occupier of 
the hereditament, such rate shall be made on 
the occupier of the hereditament, except it is 
a house let in separate apartments or lodg- 
ings.” 


That is the first branch; then there is 
this, which is still more abstruse— 


“(b) Can raise a sum by a rate upon the 
same basis as the poor rate, that sum may be 
raised by means of the poor rate, but as a 
separate item thereof, and the provisions of 
this Act with reference to the deduction of any 
part of the poor rate for rent, or to the fixing 
of fair rents, shall not apply as respects that 
item.” 
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Now, why narrow the district council io 
the council of a borough or town? When 
we come to the definition in clause 67, it 
says— 


(Ireland) Bill. 


“The expression ‘borough’ means a muni- 
cipal borough having a town council.” 


And again— 


“The expression ‘town’ means the area 
comprised in any town or township having 
Commissioners under the Lighting of Towns 
(Ireland) Act, 1828, or the Towns Improve- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1854.” 


Either of these may be as large as an 
urban district council. I should really 
like to know what is the object of the 
change suggested by this Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
right honourable and learned Gentle- 
man is in error in supposing that 
the Amendment would narrow. the 
clause; on the contrary, it will extend 
it. “The council of any borough or 
town” includes all councils established 
under this Act, and also, under the defi- 
nition clause, it will include town com- 
missioners. That is the object of the 
Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, to omit sub-section (a).”—(Mr. 
Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON : Before the next Amend- 
ment is taken I want to move to omit 
sub-section (a). I only move that in order 
that I may be in order in asking the 
Chief Secretary for some few words of 
explanation as to the effect of this sub- 
section. The words are— 


“Where the council of any borough or town 
independently of this Act can make any rate 
in respect of any hereditament upon the land- 
lord or immediate lessor, and not on the occu- 
pier of the hereditament, such rate shall be 
made on the occupier of the hereditament, 
except where it is a house let in separate 
apartments or lodgings.” 


I wish to ask to what rate that applies. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
sub-section is perfectly plain. 
“any rate.” 


It says, 


Mr. DILLON: But in regard to what 
rate is this necessary in addition to 
clause 37? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Clause 
37 only applies to poor rate. 


Mr. FLYNN: Are we to understand 
that if a rate is made in a town—say for 
the maintenance of some _ technical 
school, or some such object as that—that 
rate is to be put on the occupier, even 
although he may have contracted out cf 
it under the terms of his lease? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If any 
additional burden of that kind is thrown 
on the occupier, he will be entitled to 
have it deducted. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not pretend to be 
well versed as to the incidence of these 
particular rates, but it certainly seems to 
me that the effect of this clause will be 
tc extend the principle of clause 37 to 
other rates. I trust that when the right 
honourable Gentleman is reconsidering 
the amended Bill as a whole he will bear 
this point in mind, so that, if necessary, 
the clause may be so altered as to put the 
matter beyond doubt. I shall not press 
the Amendment. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The only 
observation I would make on this sub- 
section is that it necessarily carries with 
it a similar alteration of the franchise in 
the small towns as we pointed out would 
result from the clause we were discussing 
the other night. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 21, line 3, leave out the second ‘or,’ 
and insert ‘where an urban district council 


independently of this Act.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Clause 39, as amended, agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 21, line 23, leave out sub-section (a).” 
—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY: The next Amendment 
that stands in my name is one of a series 
that I propose to move, and I think that, 
of all the charges that are not to be 
taken into account under this clause 
this particular item has about the least 
justification for its exclusion. As I 
understand the present law as to the 
constabulary in Ireland, it is this: each 
county has what is called a free force of 
police ; and the curious—I might almost 
say the extraordinary—thing is this: 
that although each county is supposed 
to have this free force of police, I do 
not think there is a single county in 
Ireland that has it. And the strangest 
thing is that, although a county has no 
free force of police, there is an addi- 
tional or extra force of police, for which 
the county is called upon to pay. This 
is a matter which has been brought up 
in previous Sessions of Parliament, and 
returns furnished on the authority of the 
Government have been referred to in the 
course of discussion, and the Govern- 
ment, in my hearing, and in the hearing 
of every Irish Member every Session, 
have been challenged on the basis of 
those returns to justify the existence of 
those extra forces of police in counties 
which have not had a free force of police, 
and I never, in the course of all those 
years, have heard any answer whatever 
given to the challenge upon that subject. 
What justification can there possibly be 
for the state of things that has existed 
in the past? This is a matter, by the 
way, in which I think the landlord party, 
who are simply rated as landowners and 
not as occupiers in the towns, are as 
much interested as the tenants, and I 
hope on this occasion we shall have their 
support in trying to exclude this item. 
I ask what justification can there be for 
the state of things that has existed in 
the past? You profess to give a certain 
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quota of police paid for out of Imperial 
funds. I am not speaking from the last 
returns, but I imagine they do not differ 
materially from the previous returns. 
You profess to give a free force of police 
in every county in Ireland. You do not 
do so. There is scarcely a county that 
has a free force of police. Nevertheless, 
whether the county be in a disturbed 
condition or not, whether it needs a free 
force of police or not, you run into 
the county from time to time, under the 
most extraordinary pretences, an addi- 
tion of an extra force of police under this 
name. You run it into these counties 
and you charge the expenses on the cess- 
payers of those counties, although you 
hold out to those cesspayers by law the 
right to have those police for nothing. 
I cannot understand what justification 
there can be for that state of things, 
and, if there be no justification for it, 
why should we seek to perpetuate it by 
putting a provision into this Bill which 
will have the most serious consequences? 
If this clause is carried, what is there 
to prevent the Government from year by 
year decreasing the free force of police 
and supplying their place with additional 
constabulary for which the cesspayers 
will have to pay? If that process be gone 
on with there is no reason why the agri- 
cultural grant should not eventually dis- 
appear, and why this £700,000 should 
not in time go altogether towards the 
support of the constabulary in Ireland, 
for which the Imperial Exchequer is sup- 
posed to pay. I have heard a great 
many comments in the course of the last 
couple of days upon the Benefits conferred 
upon Ireland by the large grant that is 
made for the police, and in the course of 
the Debate one of my honourable 
Friends beside me made the pertinent 
remark that we did not want the force. 
But, Sir, there is another answer. When 
the famous Sir Robert Peel took off the 
constabulary charge from the counties 
of Ireland he did so in express recogni- 
tion of Ireland’s right to that concession. 
He took into account the state of the 
Mr. Clancy. 
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country after the famine. He took into 
account the special charges that had 
been imposed on the country, and he 
thought it fair and just that the Imperial 
Government should bear the expense of 
the constabulary in Ireland. Of course, 
if no such case could be made for it, a 
sufficient ground would exist inthe minds 
of every Irish Member, in the fact that 
the Irish people have no control over 
their police. If you in England pay for 
your police—if you have to pay any- 
thing for an increased force of police— 
you also control the force. We in Ire- 
land have nothing whatever to do with 
the police. But it seems to me that in 
addition to having no control over our 
police, in a short time we shall be pay- 
ing the whole cost of having them. As 
I said before, this is not a matter in 
which the tenants alone are interested. 
I say that every resident landlord in the 
country is interested in keeping down 
this expense and in preventing this 
addition to the rates. I am sorry that 
I have come into the House tonight 
leaving behind me some statistics which 
go to show that the expense of this extra 
force of police has actually been increas- 
ing during the peaceful years, which is 
a most extraordinary thing, and really, 
to my mind, deserves some explanation 
from the Government. We have again 
and again asked the Government to 
explain why the counties which are en- 
titled to a free force of police, and do 
not get it, are really saddled with an 
additional force of police for which the 
ratepayers have to pay. I do not think 
the subject requires much elucidation, 
and I simply content myself with moving 
the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member appears to ima- 
gine that the Government, of their 


own free will, can increase or diminish 
the free force of police. That is abso- 
lutely at variance with the facts. The 
amount of the free quota is, I believe, 
something over £10,000—I have not got 
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the precise figures here, but it is some 
thing of that kind. Of course, that force 
has to be distributed according to cer- 
tain general principles. A redistribu- 
tion takes place every fifth year, and as 
long as that force is sufficient there is 
no extra force to pay for at all. Where 
there is necessity for an extra force. a 
charge of this kind must be regarded 
as a kind of penal charge on the county, 
and I think the Committee will agree that 
it would not be right that the Imperial 
Exchequer should bear that charge. 
Then the honourable Member maintains 
—on the faith of some statistics he has 
left behind—that the charge for extra 
police has actually increased instead of 
diminished during these latter peaceful 
years. The contrary is the case. The 
charge in the standard year for extra 
police amounted to £16,077 altogether, 
of which about £11,700 is estimated to 
have been levied off the land. That was 
very considerably reduced last year, and 
if we continue during the next few years 
to make the same progress that we .have 
made during the past few years there 
will very shortly be no charge for extra 
police in any part of Ireland. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I have no 
sympathy whatever with this Amendment, 
The Irish police are maintained for the 
sole purpose of protecting the property 
and the interests of the landlords. They 
are the body-guard of the rack-renters 
of Ireland, and therefore the Irish 
landlords should pay the whole cost 
of the maintenance of this  anti- 
Irish and anti-national force. For 
my part, I should be very glad to see 
every policeman and every landlord leave 
Ireland tomorrow. If that emigration 
only took place, we should then have a 
peaceful, prosperous, and contented 
Ireland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think we must 
look at this as a practical matter. I am 
a transactionalist, if I may say so. I 
cannot take up the splendid position of 
my honourable Friend. I desire to get 
as many concessions as I can out of the 
condition of things that we have to face. 
At the same time, if the Government 
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will make some statement as regards 
these charges, and will mitigate the 
severity of them, I think that will facili- 
tate the passage of the clause. The right 
honourable Gentleman shakes his head ; 
I beg he will not do so so soon. There 
are avery large numberof these charges 
with which we might have to deal at great 
length, but of course, the night is late, 
and I do think that some statement by 
the right honourable Gentleman might 
assuage the position, and I trust he may 
see his way to making some general state- 
ment. I would like to point out to the 
Committee one disadvantage that really 
is most unfortunate, namely, the making 
of these police charges poor rate. I pro- 
test against that. It is unconstitutional. 
These charges have nothing to do with 
the poor rate, and yet their non-payment 
will operate to narrow down the fran- 
chise. It this to be tolerated? Sub- 
section 2 of this clause reads thus— 


“The amount required to meet any charge 
in connection with such expenses or compensa- 
tion shall be separately estimated, and raised 
by means of the poor rate, but as a separate 
item thereof, and the provisions of this Act 
with respect to raising expenses, and to the 
poor rate, shall apply with the necessary 
modifications.” 


Now, is not it a monstrous thing if a man 
in County Clare has not paid his police 
rate, that that should be counted against 
him as regards his Parliamentary fran- 
chise, and as regards his Local Govern- 
ment franchise. I do protest that this 
is most unreasonable, and whatever may 
be said by my honourable Friend the 
Member for East Mayo, surely the right 
honourable Gentleman has some con- 
sideration for those of us who have sup- 
ported this Bill up to the present 
moment, and he might concede that these 
questions should be regarded as not 
affecting the franchise. On the whole I 
do think that the Government might 
make us some concession. We have 
restricted ourselves in many cases in 
regard to this Bill. I am voting as I 
think in favour of local liberty. I am 
prepared to pay the price. I do not say 
that it is dirt cheap, but whatever it is 
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I am prepared to pay it. I go no fur- 
ther than that. I do say that the 
Government might make some further 
concession regarding the minor details of 
this clause. 


Mr. DILLON: The difficulty with 
regard to these extra policemen is that 
it is not the landlords under the present 
system who pay for them, but the people. 
If I thought the landlords paid for them 
I should support the view of my honour- 
able Friend and colleague the Member 
for South Mayo, but it is not the land- 
lords that pay for them. There was one 
expression used by the right honourable 
Gentleman opposite in his speech in 
opposing this Amendment, which struck 
me very forcibly. He said that this 
must be regarded as a penal charge. It 
is undoubtedly a penal charge. You 
have these police constables poured into 
your county without any reference to 
local wishes at all. In England if there 
were a disturbance in a particular dis- 
trict, until the local authorities 
demanded assistance the central Govern- 
ment of the country would not think of 
sending in extra police, but in our coun- 
try, without asking “ by your leave” from 
any local authority at all, we have a 
couple of hundred constables marched in 
like a military force, to take possession of 
the county. I say that that is monstrous 
and unjust, that we should have these 
extra police coming and batoning inno- 
cent and unoffending people, just to 
skow that they are doing something for 
their money. That is bad enough, but 
is is infinitely worse when we are told 
that we must pay for this constabulary 
whom we have not asked for. It fre- 
quently happens that the main cause of 
the disturbance is the very fact of the 
presence of these extra police who are 
eent in against the wishes of the orderly 
and respected inhabitants of the district. 
I say it is intolerable that we should have 
to put up with the divergations, and the 
pranks of hordes of police, tramping 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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about the country and brandishing their 
batons where they are not wanted. I 
wish to Heaven some of them would hit 
the right honourable Gentleman over 
the head. Well, they might just as well 
serve the right honourable Gentleman as 
they served me on one occasion. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anpd 
MEANS: I do not think the expression 
the honourable Member has used is a 
proper expression. 


Mr. DILLON: I gladly withdraw the 
expression and apologise, but I was some- 
what irritated by the jeers of the right 
honourable Gentleman when I remem- 
bered the fact which came out and was 
admitted at Question time to-day, that at 
a recent Orange celebration in the north 
of Ireland there was a lot of drunken 
rioting, but that no extra police were 
considered necessary there. The “loyal” 
population of that place will not be 
saddled with this penal charge; but in 
West Mayo, where the people are starving, 
if they dare to come together to try to 
call the attention of the right honourable 
Gentleman to their starving condition, 
instantly a couple of hundred constables 
are launched at them, and this “ penal 
charge” is placed on the unfortunate 
ratepayers. That was the expression 
which aroused me to take part in this 
discussion. This is a “penal charge,” 
which is generally inflicted on the most 
distressed, and very often starving, dis- 
tricts in the whole country. Sir, I 
regret to find myself at variance with 
the view of the honourable Member 
for South Mayo, but I maintain that this 
charge is thrown upon the occupiers, 
whereas this charge for extra police 
being the direct result of the mismanage- 
merit of the unpopular and corrupt 
Government under which we live, I say 
that, if the Government insist on the 
luxury of thrusting extra police on the 
country at their own sweet will, they 
ought to bear the cost, and it is a 
monstrous injustice to tell the ratepayers 
of Ireland, who have no voice in the 
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matter, that they are to pay this penal 
charge whenever it pleases any of the 
gentlemen who are sent over from Scot- 
land or England to practise statesmansa:p 
on the unfortunate corpus vile of the 
Irish people, to employ an extra body 
of constabulary. If the right honourable 
Gentleman would give us the control of 
the police, there would, no doubt, be a 
very strong case for imposing this charge ; 
that is to say, if the extra police were 
only brought into the county on the 
requisition of the county council; but so 
long as Dublin Castle insists on retaining 
the right of sending extra police, whether 
the representatives of the people demand 
them or not, and in face even of the 
protest of the county council, then 1 say 
that, on all principles of justice, the 
Castle ought to pay the extra cost, or a 
portion of it. 


Mr. KNOX: I venture also to join in 
the expression of surprise at the phrase 
used by the right honourable Gentleman 
—‘“a penal charge.” I drew his atten- 
tion the other day to the fact that the 
city of Dublin and the city of Belfast 
are both subject to a large charge for 
extra police. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Dublin and 
Belfast are not normally in a disturbed 
condition. 


Mr. KNOX: It is some satisfaction to 
know that; but, if that is so, I fail to 
see why they should have to pay for 
extra police. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The extra police 
force in Dublin and Belfast has nothing 
whatever to do with the extra police 
referred to in this clause. In those 
cities the local authorities have their own 
arrangements with the central authorities. 


Mr. CLANCY: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman explain on what principle 
counties which have, in fact, no free 
police force should be charged for an 
extra police force? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
know that there are such cases. 


Mr. CLANCY: Some years ago I ex- 
amined the returns, and I found there 
was scarcely a county in Ireland in which 
there was a free force of police, and there 
were about half a dozen in which there 
were extra police. 


Amendment put and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 21, line 25, leave out sub-section (b).” 
—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. FLYNN: I hope the Amendment 
which I now rise to move will meet with 
somewhat better luck from the Govern- 
ment than the last Amendment. The 
right honourable Gentleman stated that 
the charge for extra police was in the 
nature of a penal charge. Now, the 
charge referred to in sub-section (b), 
“compensation for criminal injuries,” is 
certainly in the nature of a penal charge, 
and one of a most unjust character, a 
charge in which the innocent and the 
guilty are indiscriminately involved. 
Take the case of a locality in which the 
landlords set out upon a campaign of 
evictions. We know that evictions. 
bring all sorts of consequences in their 
train, and often malicious injuries, or 
alleged malicious injuries. But it is 
absurd to say that the whole people of 
the locality are implicated in those in- 
juries, and to impose this class of charge 
upon innocent and guilty alike violates 
all the canons and principles of justice. 
It is a charge which very often falls in a 
very small and trifling degree on the real 
transgressor, and to a very large extent 
on those who are quite innocent and 
have no complicity whatever in the 
transactions complained of. During the- 
discussion’ on this Bill a great many 
arguments have been used with regard to 
the large ratepayers. This is a class of 
charge which falls with particular hard- 
ship on the large ratepayers. Take the 
case of the eviction of a small tenant 
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from his holding, resulting in malicious 
injury. Is it on the small tenant, or che 
sympathisers of the tenant, that the 
burden of payment falls? Not at all; 
it is on the cesspayers, and the larger 
cesspayers have to bear the larger 
share, although they are utterly blame- 
less in the matter. It would be quite as 
fair to penalise, or put a money charge 
upon a farmer in Essex for an outrage 
committed in Wiltshire. I think this 
is really one of the matters which the 
Government might well reconsider, and 
I beg to move the Amendment which 
stands in my name. 


CotonsL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I agree with the honourable Gentle- 
man opposite, that the burden of com- 
pensation for malicious injuries does not 
fall upon those who are really respon- 
sible. The real perpetrators of these 
outrages are the politicians who come 
down to recommend the Irish tenants to 
“make a man’s life unhappy ”—that is 
the plrase—and that method of political 
pressure in Ireland means that the luck- 
less individual will find his cows with 
their tails cut off, his cattle hocked, and 
so forth. I am sorry that these fines, or 
“penal charges,” do not find out the real 
culprits. If the Irish people were left to 
themselves these disgraceful and_bar- 
barous acts would never be committed. 
At the same time, as this is the way 
in which on former occasions political 
crusades have been carried on in Ireland, 
there is no indication in the future 
that any change will take place, but the 
“landgrabbers” are to be visited in the 
same way as of old. I must say I think 
it would be an act of madness on the 
part of the Government to alter their 
Bill by removing the only practical 
means of punishing those who adopt 
methods which have brought disgrace 
both on themselves and on the country 
to which they belong. ; 


Mr. FLYNN: If the burden of com- 
pensation for these outrages is to fall 
on the shoulders of those who are really 
responsible, it will be a hard day for the 
Mr. Flynn. 
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landlords of Ireland. They are the sole 
original and only cause of all this trouble, 
and they ought to be made to pay 
for it. That is exactly the basis of my 
Amendment. Instead of inflicting on 
them, as we ought to do, if justice is to 
be done—which is the last thing one can 
expect from this wise House of Commons 
—a proper punishment for their long 
series of misdeeds, we are now actually 
voting them a grant-in-aid. If the 
honourable and gallant Member réally 
desires to see those who are responsible 
for all these outrages brought to book, 
he would so alter the law as to inflict 
a fine on the landlords in every county 
where malicious injury is inflicted. I do 
not go so far as that, but I say 
that the British Government ought to 
bear their share of payment for these 
criminal injuries, if they persist in main- 
taining this iniquitous system of levying 
compensation, a system which has been 
condemned over and over again by three- 
fourths of the Irish representatives. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 


no doubt, unfortunately, that under 
the system of giving compensation 
for malicious injury in Ireland, it 


must often happen that a charge is 
thrown on the cesspayers who are per- 
fectly innocent; but the system is 
adopted because we find in Ireland what 
does not occur in England or Scotland— 
popular sympathy with various forms of 
serarian crime, and unwillingness to aid 
in bringing the real offenders to justice. 
The only means by which we can punish 
the real, but frequently unknown, cul- 
prits, and at the same time quicken the 
public sense in regard to these outrages, 
is to levy this general charge. I fail to 
see that the honourable Member has 
made out any sufficient case for his 
Amendment. 


Question put— 


“That sub-section (b) stand part of the 
clause.” 


Committee divided :—Ayes 159; Noes 
69.—{Division List No. 107.) 
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Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) 


Barton, Dunbar Plunket 


Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H.(Brist’l) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs., N.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks.) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 


Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 


Local Government 





{17 May 1898} 


AYES. 


Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Heath, James 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
gg ag ad " 

ing, Sir He our 
Lafone, Mind” ca 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’!) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont,Col. J. (Ant’m,E.) 
McKillop, James 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Hen 
Newdigate, Francis 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


exander 


NOES. 


Clancy, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
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Penn, John 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Shacp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘T. 
Strachey, Edward 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E: 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks., E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 





Mr. Anstruther. 


Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, 

Duckworth, James 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
| Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William (Dublin) 
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Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H 
Holburn, J. G. 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
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And it being after midnight, the | 
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Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McCartan, Michael 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McKenna, Reginald | 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
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| TELLERS 


1676 


Paulton, James Mellor 


| Price, Robert John 


Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Roche, John (Galway, E.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


| Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


Sheehy, David 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


| Tully, Jasper 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Flynn. 


report Progress; to sit 


Chairman left the Chair to make his | again this day. 
Report to the House. 


House adjourned at 12.10. 





